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Continued from No. 46 
measures as will, with the least inconvenience to the people, 
while based on principles of sound policy and liberal equity, 


restore public and private confidence, maintain the credit of 


the people of these States, and of this Union, in ita wonted 
high character and standing : therefure— 

esolved, That aselect committee of —— members be ap- 
pointed to examine int» the causes of the embarrassments of 
the Government, the States, and the people; and to report, by 
bill or otherwise, such measures of speedy and permancut 
relief as they may deem salutary, expedient, and required to 
meet the exigencies of the country. 


Objections being made by several to the recep- 
tion of the resolution— 

Mr. JOHNSON moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of receiving it. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Indiana called for the yeas 
and nays; which, being ordered, resulted in yeas 
7, nays 132. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON cffered the following 
resolution, which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and are 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the contract for the removal 
of the Cherokee Indians to the west of the Mississippi; the 
amount contracted to be paid for the removal; the amount 
actually paid; how, and by what officer, the account of the 
contractor was settled and allowed; whether there was any 
appeal from such settlement, and thedecision on the appeal; 
and whether the decision was final 01 not; by what officer, and 
by whatauthority, the account was reopened, and finally settled 
and allowed; and out of what fund such account was paid, to 
whom paid, and on whatauthority. Also, to inquire whether any, 
and what, other offers had been made for their removal, and 
why not accepted; and whether any further, and what further 
action of Congress should be had for the protection of the 
Cherokees, or to guard the public treasury; and that said com- 
mittee have power tosend for persons and papers. 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported, without amendment, the bill 
from the Senate for the relief of Alexander Ham- 
milt. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dickins, their Secretary, stating that they had 
passed a bill, entitled “An act providing further 
remedial justice in the courts of the United States;” 
and in which they asked the concurrence of the 
House. 

On motion by Mr. BARNARD, the bill was 
then taken up, read twice, and referred to the 
Commnittee on the Judiciary. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. McKennan of Pennsyl- 
vania in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill to provide revenue from imports, and to 
modify ithe several acis imposing duties on im- 
ports; the question being on the motion of Mr. 
Sa.TonstTa.t to amend the bill, by substituting for 
it the tariff bill reported by the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

Mr. SUMMERS, who was entitled to the floor, 
addregsed the committee in an hour’s speech, in 
support of the policy of laying discriminating du- 
ties, and, in that way, giving incidenial protection 
to domestic manufactures. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia then obtained the floor, 
and addressed the committee during the hour. He 
commenced by saying that there were four modes 
of collecting revenue for the Government: first, by 
imposts on articles, none of which were made in 
this country; secondly, by imposts alike on a’l 
articles entering our ports—a horizontal tariff; 
thirdly, by imposts upon articles manufactured in 
the country, with a view to protection; and, fourth- 
ly, by a system cf internal taxes. Speaking for 
himself alore, he had no hesitation in avowing that 
he believed that a system of internal taxes was 
the troe and proper policy of this country, and 
would operate more equal y than any other upon 
every section of the Union. The system of protec- 
tion he regarded as a system of piunder. When 
he spoke of protection to the industry of the coun- 
try, he meant the manufacturing industry——protec- 
tion to the mannfacturers. Theirs was the least 
interest of the country. Yet such was the zeal of 
their advocates, that the people were made to be- 
lieve that the welf.re of (he nation depended upon 
\heir prosperity or adversity. The commercial in- 
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terests of the country were more important, and 
had mere capital invested in them. Agriculture, 
however, was the great interest on which all others 
rested for support. It was an interest in which 
seven times as much capital was invested as there 
was in manufactures and commerce. 

The question before the committee, and which 
he should discuss, was the amendment to the bill 
offered by the chairman of the Committee on 
Manufaciures, (Mr. Satronstati.] He regarded 
it, then, as a question involving the protection of 
the manufacturing interests; for the subject would 
not have been referred to the C: mmittee on Manu- 
factures, had it not been with a view to give pro- 
tection. What, he asked, was the principle of pro- 
tection, but a direct attempt to levy on the oiher 
branches of industry? The great interests of agri- 
culture and commerce, which constituted the great 
body of the wealth of the country, were to be taxed 
for the benefit of manufacturing industry. One 
interest came forward and said it was languisbing, 
and must be revived by legislative enactments. 
This interest confessed!y could not subsist without 
aid from the Government. The remaining great 
interests of the country must be taxed for its sup- 
port. What was the reason the manufactures 
could not thrive without this invidious distinction 
in their favor?’ Plainly because labor and capital 
employed in other ayocations were more profitable 
and attended with richer rewards. It would be, 
he maintained, a species of the most extreme folly 
for Congress, by its legislation, to take away labor 
and capital from agriculture, and turn it to the less 
profitable bus:ness of manufecturing. Would such 
a policy be wise? Should Congress interfere with 
the pursuils of life, to diminish the agricultural 
weal'h of the country? 


He replied to the views of his colleague, [Mr. 
Stvuart,] who had said that, if the consumer paid 
the duty on imports, it would be equally true, if 
the same duties were placed on exports, that the 
consumer of those exports would also pay that; 
and had hence argued thst England would have to 
pay any tax that our Government might impose 
upon its exports to her. He replied to this posi- 
tion, by saying that, if England were obliged to 
buy our exports, she would of course pay any tax 
we might impose uponthem. But England was 
nut compelled to take the productions of the Uni- 
ted Siates. She might lock to other countries, 
nnd thence receive her supplies. To prove that it 
was true that the consumer paid the tax imposed 
on imports, he would quote from the language of 
one who was good authority in certain quarters of 
the House. He quoted from the speech of Henry 
Clay a passage, in which it was insisted ‘‘that the 
consumption of an article was in proportion to its 
price,’ &c. This was the opinion of the father of 
the American system, spoken in the debate upon 
the compromise bill. 


But if it was not true that the amount of duty 
imposed en'ered into the price of the article and 
was paid by ihe consumer, why cid the manufac- 
turing interest wish the tariff increased? Why was 
a high tariff so strenuously advocated, and so 
many petitions sent here from the manufacturers 
all over the country inilts favor, if the effect would 
be an increase of prices?) The object was plain. 
It was to raive the prices of their goods, and add 
to their profit. But gentlemen had said that this 
bounty, paid to the manufacturers, went towards 
the benefit of the consumers, Let them take Eng- 
land, and view her pauper population. There was 
an evidence ef the benefit of the protective system! 
Her populatinn, generally, living upon the lowest 
pittance; and her operatives reduced to a state of 
beggary! The bounties afforded the manufacturers 
had forced them into the markets of the world, and 
had compelled them to sell at the lowest rates. 
He pointed, emphatically, to England, for an ex- 
ample of the bonnty sysiem. What was more ex- 


traordinary and more obnoxious, the farmers of 


the country, who raised millions of bushels of wheat, 
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| had to pay those bounties for the benefit of the 


manulacturers. ‘ 

He replied to the arguments of his colleague 
from the Kenawha district [Mr. Summers] in favor 
of a duty on salt. His colleague had complained 
of the reduction in the price of that article; but did 
not that reduction result from the breaking up of 
an odious salt monopoly which formerly existed in 
the country?) This monopoly actually paid indi- 
viduals who had salt-springs for not opening 
them, and they carried on their operations at a 
ruinous cost to the country around, who had to 
buy their salt. He thought that with 16 cents a 
bushel for their salt, which his colleague had said 
was the present price, they could do a very profita- 
ble business. 

But he objected to the revenue system which was 
propesed. With such bigh rates of duties, he held 
it would be impossible to collect the revenue which 
would arise. He peinted to England, with her 
immense military and naval establishments, and 
her powerfal and well-organized custom-house 
corps: even she, with all these advantages, and 
with but a small territory, could not enforee her 
revenue laws, and was unable to prevent smug- 
gling. He referred to the various operations v hich 
were proposed to get goods into England iree of 
duty, and the frequent instances of travellers buy- 
ing goods in France, at an advance of only 20 or 
30 per cent., deliverable free of charge in Lon- 
don. If, inspite of all the regulations adopted in 
England, dutiescould not be collected upon the 
whole of the imports of the country, how could we 
expect to accomplish such an object, with our 
8,000 miles of frontier? Did yentlemen suppese 
that the system of plunder legalized by a high pro- 
tective tariff would be tolerated?) He assured 
them it would not. Smugglers would run into the 
thousand iulets upon our coast, and laugh at the 
custom-house regulations. He gave instances of 
the smuggling carried on in France and Germany, 
and thence inferred that it could not be prevented 
under any high tariff that might be adopted. 


It should be remarked that gentlemen who ad- 
vocated this bill were, for the most part, the advo- 
cates of high expenditures on the part of the Fed- 
eral Government. Some there were who seemed 
reckless as to the amount of meney which they 
voted to expend. Claims, as old as the Govern- 
ment itself—claims which had been rejected year 
after year—were ripped up from their oblivion, for 
the purpose of swelling the amount of federal ex- 
penditures. The cry was, “Give us but a reve- 
nue tariff; yet, if all the appropriations urged 
by the advocates of this “revenue tariff” should 
be voted, the amount would be such as to afford 
the most enormous protection, if not the effect of 
an entire prohibition. 

He then entered into a statement of the amount 
of tonnage entering our ports from foreign coun- 
tries at various periods. In 1800, when our pop- 
ulation was five millions, the tonnage was 669,090; 
in 1810, 984,000; and in 1841, with a population 
of seventeen millions, but 899,000--thus showing 
an actual falling off, though the population of the 
country bad increased at an unparalleled rate. 
Here was one of the consequences of the protec- 
tive system. 


He entered into a statement and compari on of 
the home tonnage of England, France, and the 
United States—showing the power of our country 
in this respect; and how, if not cramped, she 
would become the first nation in the world. 

He replied to the argument that our cotton- 
planters should find a home market for their prod- 
uce. The production of the United States was 
21,000,000 bales. Of this, 350,000 would supply 
all the manufacturers of this country. Where, 
then, was the home market which thise gentiemen 
speke of? It would take 700,000 bales to supply 
the country; but that included whites, blacks, and 
all. 350,000 would supply all those connected 
with the manufacturing interest. He went into a 
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variety of illusirations to prove the truth of these 
views. 

He next proceeded, by tabular statements, to 
show how the system operated on American prices 
He also examined the doctrine that a tariff pro- 
duced low prices. He likewise glanced at the 
jaund quesion, and was proceeding with an elabor- 
ale speech when his hour expired. 

Mr. STUART of Lilinois supported the tariff 
measure. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, after a few preliminary ob- 
servations, said that, in his judgment, all this de- 
bate about protection and anti-protection was a 
m re abstraction. Was there a man in the House 
that would say that the Government should stop, 
for want of money to carry on its operations? Sup- 
pore his Locofoco friends were in power: why, 
they would be obliged to give protection to domes- 
tic manufactures, from the vecessily of raising rev- 
enue enough to pay the debts of the Government, 
ani carry on ils operations. Such kind of pro- 
teciion was incidental to the necessity of the case; 
and the only thing that gentlemen could do, would 
be lo make as litUe revenue answer as possible, by 
reducing our expenditures. His friend from Vir- 
ginia, {Mr. Smyra,] who was up a while ago, had 
avowed that be was opposed to the policy of pro- 
tection, but was willing to give such incidental pro- 
ieciion as the necessity of raising revenue afford- 
ed. Now, he wished to say a word to that gentle- 
man, as he was his friend, and he considered him 
a man of talents, and sincerely desirous to pro- 
mote the good of the country. Now, he was sorry 
io hear that gentleman say that he was opposed to 
protection, while, at the same time, he went for a 
large navy and a large army, and everything that 
would involve a heavy expenditure, and, as a nat- 
ural consequence, a high protective tariff But to 
return to the subject of protection, which, he con- 
sidered, must be given in an incidental way, while 
providing for the wants of the General Govern- 
ment. Suppose the gentleman from South Caroli- 
na, (Mr. Pickens,] who went, the other day, for 
free trade, were President: why, if he wanted the 
Government to go on, he would be obliged to give 
protection to manufactures, while he is rai-ing rev- 
enue; it would be impossible to do otherwise. 


His colleague, [Mr. Srvart,] who had just made 
an excellent Whig speech, in the course of his re- 
marks expressed a very strong disapprobation to 
the system of direct taxation. He said thata di- 
rect tax was odious, and that it would be odious 
for an American to let a tax-gatherer enter his 
house. Was this a docirine for an American 
statesman, such as he knew his colleague to be? 
Was it right to deceive the people in this way? 
The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Kennepy] 
had advanced pretty much the same doctrine; and 
though the people of Baltimore read only the Whig 
papers, they were intelligent, and could hardly be 
brought to believe it. Did the gentleman suppose 
that the people, when they go into a store and buy 
a pair of boots, don’t know how much they pay 
tor the article, and how much for the tax on it? 
The people knew that the Government must be 
supported, and would be willing to contribute their 
share, whether paid to a tax-gatherer, or in the 
shape of duties added to the price of the articles 
they parchase. What odium was there, then, mn 
ihe tax-gatherer’s calling on the people for their 
taxes?’ Did not the tax-gatherers on the part of 
the States do the same thing every day, without in- 
curring any odium? What odium was there in a 
man’s going to a house to collect a just debi? and 
a tax was a just debt due the Government. 

If the gentleman’s constituents were opposed to 
that, Mr. R. said that his constituents were not; for 
they undersiood the matter wel!, and were in a 
situation now to know all about money matters. 
As to the amount of revenue to b= collected, he 
was convinced that it would be less under a sysiem 
of direct taxation than under the present one. It 
might be brought down to the thirteen millions 
which the Whig party proposed as the maximom 
of protection before the last election. ‘Then, as to 
ahe philosophy and morality of the thing: where 
‘was the difference between direct taxes, and taxes 
collected in such a way that the tax-payer cannot 
understand how much is collected from him?’ For 
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his part, he gave the preference to the former, as 
the most just and equal in its operations, Mr. R. 
further wenton to answer the objections as to the 
expense of this mode of collecting revenue, and to 
show that it was by far the Jeast expensive; but he 
said he was not yet prepared to go fcr it. He 
merely threw out these suggestions lor the consider: 
ation of bis constituents, believing ihat,in time, 
the country would find the advaniage oi coming 
to it. 

Mr. R., after refaling the charge made by his 
colleague, that the Democratic party was responsi- 
ble for the evils inflicted by the banking system, 
asked him if that would be a sufficient excuse for 
the Whig party not redeeming their pledges, even 
if he could prove it to be true. His colleagne 
seemed to think that the failure of the pet banks to 
perform what was expected of them, was a sufh- 
cient reason why the Whig party should have fail- 
ed to redeem their pledges. Why, they promised 
to the people, before the Presidential election, roast 
beef and two dollars a day; and because the pet 
banks failed Jong before the promise was made, 
they felt justified in not performing it. 

There was another promise which they had not re- 
deemed—and that was on the subject of proscrip- 
tion for opinion’s sake. Before the elections, they 
preached all over the country that no man should 
be proscribed for opinion’s sake; and the country 
had seen how that promise had been kept. Mr. R. 
here referred to several cases of proscription in his 
own State, and in the Territories; dwelling partic- 
ularly on the proscription of Gen. Dodge—whose 
services and sacrifices he highly extolled—to make 
room for J. D. Doty. Phe continuance of this 
man Doty in the office from which such a man 
had been removed, was safficient evidence, if none 
other were wanting, that there had been no such 
coalition between the Democratic party and the 
President as had been charged in the course of this 
debate. 


Mr. R replied to the various charges of coalition 
between the Democratic party and President Ty- 
ler. Headmitted that the present was a better 
Cabinet than the first, and hoped that the next 
would be still better than either. Siould the Pres- 
ident draw around him a Democratic Cabinet, and 
support Democratic measures, the party would no 
doubt sustain him, as they ought, in justice and 
equity, todo. But he denied any combination be- 
tween the parly and the President. He thought 
that his people would not be willing to enter into 
any compromise or arrangement, after what had 
happened to the universally esieemed Gov. Dodge, 
who was put out by this Administration to make 
room for Doty. Could there bea contract he- 
tween two parties without a consideration? He 
(Mr. R ) had not been able to get a posimaster re- 
moved. How could he support any one at the 
White House, when he could not get any of his re- 
quests complied with? 

He should go for the candidate nominated in the 
Democratic convention, for he thought it mattered 
not what might be the man’s name, provided he 
was true in principle. Let the candidate be Cal- 
houn, Buchanan, Tom Benton, or Van Buren, he 
should supporthim. [A voice, “Or Colonel John- 
son.”] Cvlonel Johnson he preferred to al] others; 
but he was afraid the Colonel would not be adopt- 
ed. (Laughter. ]} 

He replied to the assertions of his colleague, [Mr. 
Sroart,] who charged that the Democratic Ad- 
ministration had left the country as a legacy a debt 
of $24,000,000. What did Secretary Forward 
say? The House had his statement, on oath, that 
it was but $5,000,000. He put the certifica‘'e of 
this Whig Secretary—put in office by the Whigs— 
against the asser‘ions of those who accused Mr. 
Van Buren of leaving a large debt upon the coun- 
try. Of the present debt, $20,000,000 had been 
incurred by the Whig Administratior. 

He referred to the charges of extravagance made 
against Mr. Van Buren’s administration, and 
cited a number of items of expense which could 
not have been avoided. Those who did not go 
for high protection he wonld recommend to advo- 
cate the raising of a small amount of revenue. 

Here Mr BOTTS said he advocated a tariff for 
revenue, with incidental protection. 
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1 Mr. REYNOLDS. Everybody goes for that. 
[ 


Laughter.] But if gentlemen were sipcere in go- 
ing for a revenue tar:fi only, he begged them not 
io vote high expenditures. He referred to the 
3200,000,000 of private claims now hanging 
around the Capitol, and waiting for the action of 
Coneress, and the claimants all anxiously expect- 
ing the passage of an increased tariff. These 
claimants had recently held a convention, and put 
themselves under organization to attain their ob- 
ject. Members of Congress were daily beseiged at 
their boarding houses by the importunities ef these 
men. 

Mr. R. reviewed several charges made in the 
Presidential campaign against Mr. Van Buren. 
The standing army and the Hooe case, he said, 
had given the Demecratic party much trouble. 
From the activity taken in the Hooe case by the 
gentieman from Richmond, [Mr. Borrs,] be had 
supposed that his first movement in a Whig Cen- 
gress would be to introduce a bill to change the 
present law. 

Mr. BOTTS said he never expected to have 
that case repeated. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. No! I reckon you never 
expect to have another hard-cider and coon-skin 
campaign. [Laughter] Mr. R. concluded, by 
depicting what be thought would be the result of a 
Democratic administration—free trade, a sound 
metallic currency, no broken banks, and no unjust 
and partial! legislation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD spoke, daring the hour al- 
lotted to him, in favor of protection. 


Mr. WALLACE said the strange assumptions, 
and singularly bold sssertion—if they pleased, ar- 
guments—which had been repeatedly made by the 
anti-protection, free-trad> party, compelled him, 
in justice to himself and that portion of the people 
that he represented, to expose, as far as he was 
able, some of the many errors and absurdities with 
which he conceived they abounded. He then 
replied to the speech of a collesgue, by which he 
conceived injustice was done to the State from 
which he came, by its tendency to create the im- 
pression that Indiana was ultra-radical on this sub- 
ject. He next argued that the protective policy of 
Eurepe rendered protection here necesrary. 

Mr. BEESON said that no tariff that could be 
framed could pay the expenses of this Government 
for the next three years, at the end of which period 
there must inevitably be a debt of $50,000,000, 
What, then, was all the argument they had heard in 
favor of protection? He maintained that there were 
no such things as foreign imports; the whole system 
was but one of transmutation. If he sold John 
Bnll a bushel of wheat, and got a hoe in return, he 
got it as the produce of his labor, on which ahigh 
tariff would impose a tax. In his opinion, the best 
tariff would be the greatest possible reduction of 
the expenses of the Government. 

He denounced the distribution of the proceeds of 
the public lands as so much scramble-money, 
which was injurious to the States it was intended 
to benefit; and advocated a tax on bank notes, as 
one mode of raising revenue, which would be ben- 
eficial to the entire country. 

Mr. P. G. GOODE commenced with some ob- 
servations on an article which bad appeared in the 
New York Courier and Enquirer, for which, and 
whoce correspondent here, he expressed the utmost 
contempt; and said he should not have noticed 
them at all, but that the article had found its way 
into the papers of his district. 

He centered into some details of his conversion 
to Tylerism, of which he had been accused, and 
then stated that some tables which he had prepared 
oa the subject of the tariff, and some observations 
which he designed to make thereon, he would pub- 
li-h without occupying the time of the House 
therewith. 

Mr. HASTINGS next addressed the House in 
opposition to a tariff. He was succeeded by Mr. 
RANDALL of Maine and Mr. READ. 

And then the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Mownay, July 11, 1842. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ne resolutions purporting to have been adopted 
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by the Democratic Whig General Committee, at a 
meeting heid in the Broadway Honse, New York. 
The resolutions eulogized the Whig majority in 
both Houses of Congress, for their persevering ef- 
forts to enact a protective tariff and a bank, aud 
their efforts to perpetuate the distribution act, &e.; 
and condemned, in harsh terms, the President of the 


United States, for the obstacles he ha! interposed - 


to prevent the consummation of the Whig policy. 

Mr. KING made some remarks to the purport 
that, whilst he would be the last man to plac: im- 
pediments in the way of the fullest expression, by 
any portion of the people, of their views of the 
measures pursued by all parties, and their opin- 
ions as to what policy would best subserve the in- 
terests and prosperity of the country; yet he sug- 
gested whether there might not be an impropriety 
in the Senate permitling itself to be made the chan- 
nel through which committees of this character 
might vent their personal invective against an ex- 
ecutive officer, becanse he had exerci-el his con- 
stitational rights. The resolutions proposed no 
legislation, but merely expressed personal feeling 
towards the President; and he (Mr. K.) though, 
whatever might be their opinions personally of that 
officer, the Senate should, at least, respect the of- 
fice, and should not lessen its own dignity by be- 
coming the organ of committees for the purpose, 
plainly indicated in the resolution, of heaping un- 
just abuse on that officer. 

Messrs. CRITTENDEN, BARROW, and 
ARCHER maintained that the resolaticns were 
decorous in language, and that the PresipENt pro 
tem. had but done his daty in presenting them; and 
that they should be received and printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN made the motion that they 
be printed. They were referred to the Committee 
on Printing for that purpose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented three memorials 
from Philadelphia, similar to a number already 
presented, urging upon Congress the propriety of 
creating a stock of $200,000,000, to be distributed 
among the States and Territories, as a basis ofa 
sound currency, &c.: referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from Sus- 
sex county, New Jersey, praying that protection 
may be afforded to the agricultural and manufac- 
turing interests cf the country, by the imposition of 
an adequate duty on foreign imports. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. PRESTON offered the following resolation: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if it be not inconsistent with the public imterest, to 
communicate to the Senate the recent correspondence between 
the Republic of Mexico and this Government in relation to 
Texas. 

He would ask the consent of the Senate to enter 
upon the consideration of the resolution this morn- 
ing, inasmuch as the subject is one of deep national 
interest. [t calls for information which may de- 
mand the immediate attention of this body. 

He was sure a majority of the Senators present 
had seen, in the public papers this morning, the 
translation of a letter addressed by the Secretary of 
Foreign Relations of the Republic of Mexico to the 
Secretary of State of the United States, but pub- 
lished at Mexico before it had left that country 
for the United States. 

This extraordinary letter, he felt constrained to 
say, was calculated to excite great anxiety in this 
country. It appeared to him there was an obvious 
necessity, under the circumstances, for Congress 
to be placed in possession of full information on the 
subject—at least so far as the Executive may judge 
it compatible with the public interest to make the 
communication required. It is desirable that Con- 
gress should know, as speedily as practicable, what 
has taken place between the constituted authorities 
of both countries. 

He would beg leave to read a single paragraph 
towards the conclusion, for the purpose of showing 
the character and temper of the letter to which he 
had alluded. After detailing what the Mexican 
Secretary of State supposes to have been the con- 
dact of the United States Government with regard 
to Texas, the writer proceeds to make these re- 
marks: “ Such conduct the Mexican Government 
cannot comprehend; and although animated with 
@ sincere desire that the relations now happily 
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existing between this Republic and the United 


Siates may not suffer the least alteration, it feels 
bound, in frankness, to repeat, in the most formal 
manner, Ils turmer protest against the tolerance 
before mentioned, a continuance of which it will 
regard aS a positive act of hostility against this 
Republic, and will regulate its conduct as justice, its 
own interests, and the national dignity may demand.” 

Now, it must be obvious to every Senator that 
the force of the sentence consists in the implied 
threat. [lt amounts to this—that a continuation of 
the condition of things complained of will be con- 
sidered as authorizing hostilities. 

A declaration of this nature, made in a manner 
so formal and official, presented, in his opinion, a 
maiter for the gravest consideration. He trusted— 
indeed, he had no doubt—that the Government of 
the United States had answered this communica- 
tion in a manner becoming ifs own dignity, and in 
that temper of forbearance which should ever 
characterize the conduct of a powerful nation deal- 
ing with one like Mexico. But, while he trusted 
that this Government had answered Mr. Bocane- 
gra’s leiter with forbearance, he felt satisfied it had 
Seen done with a just regard to our own dignity, 
and with that firmness which the occasion re- 
quired. 

Mr. SEVIER did not see why there should be so 
much sensitiveness exhibited in regard to every 
litle demonstration made by Mexics, while an- 
other foreign power—he meant Great Britain—was 
allowed to hector and bully as muchas she pleased, 
with impunity. liseemed as if this Government 
could fold its arms, and quietly listen to any indig- 
nity from Great Britain, but could not bear a word 
from poor, feeble, contemptible litthe Mexico, 
without treating it as a declaration of war. 

Mr. ALLEN would be glad, if it was agreeable 
to the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Pres- 
TON,] to let the resolution lie over till to-morrow, 
to have an opportunity of offering an amendment 
in relation to the state of affairs between this Gov- 
ernment and Great Britain. He had long been of 
opinion that, if any ill-feeling or hostility were to 
grow up between Mexico and this country, it 
would be through the instrnmentality of Great 
Britain. He could not, therefore, help thinking 
that, in any demonstration made by that Republic, 
Great Uritain was equally involved. The inquiry 
in his opinion, shou!d reach to all the matters of 
controversy connected with the designs on the 
South, and the commerce of the Southwest territo- 
ries of this continent. 

Mr. PRESTON @id not like to have his resolu- 
tion complicated with extraneous matter. He 
wished the inquiry to be confined to the single ob- 
ject to which the publication of the Mexican Minis- 
ter’s Jetter had this morning drawn his attentien. 
His first impression, on reading the passage he had 
quoted, was, that it amounted to a threat of war on 
the spot; and he wished very much to know, with 
as little delay as possible, what course of reply this 
Government had taken, and which it might be con- 
sistent with the public interests to communicate. 

With regard to the great sensitiveness in rela- 
tion to anyihing said by Mexico, to which the 
Senator from Arkansas had referred, he begged 
leave to inform the Senator that he had no greater 
sensiliveness on the subject of Mexico than he 
would have with regard to Great Britain, or any 
other foreign power, under the same circumstances. 
If the same letter had been written by a British 
minister, he would have considered it equally his 
duty to offer such a resolution. The duty imposed 
upon him, as head of the committee over which he 
had the honor to preside, would have been equally 
imperative in the one case as the other. 


He cou'd not, however, see the propriety of 
mixing up the affairs of Great Britain with the af- 
fairs ef Mexico. The relations of this country 
with England are subjects of pending negotiation 
with a special minister from Great Britain; du- 
ring which negotiation, there would be a manifest 
impropriety in calling for any untimely informa- 
tion. But there was a peculiar prepriety in the 
inquiry relative to the published letter of the Mex- 
ican Secretary of State. He bas made his appeal 
to the diplomatic agents of all the foreign Govern- 
ments, and pleeed before them grave charges 


against this country. 
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He (Mr. P.) took it for 
granted that the resident minister of the United 
States had met these charges, and repelled them with 
becoming spirit. : 

He was just informed by a friend that these 
charges had been communicated in writing to all 
the diplomatic #fents at Mexico, except the Amer- 
ican Minister—thus more emphatically giving them 
a hostile character. He would repeat, that he 
trusted this Government had answered the letter of 
the Mexican Secretary of Siate with moderation 
and forbearance, but, at the same time, with digni- 
ty and firmness becoming the occasion. 

Mr. SEVIER asked what objection there was to 
procuring information of the condition of our nego- 
tiations with England?) Were we tohave war or 
not? He would like to know. He had not the slight. 
est objection to show towards Mexico, though she 
was a weak nation, the same consideration that 
was shown to other countries. How was it with 
reference to Canada, a year or two ago? The com- 
mander of the army was sent there to prevent our 
people going over and taking part in their 
troubles; and yet many went, were captured by 
the authorities, tried, and some punished by ban- 
ishment, and others by being hanged; and no war 
had resulted from it. Have they done so with re- 
gard to Mexico?’ They had allowed their citizens 
to take partin the war with Texas, and Mexico 
had treated them but as prisoners of war—had sur- 
rendered them to this Government. We sat by 
an! saw our citizess who créssed the Northern 
frontier, banished and hanged, and said not a 
word, althongh we had our military men and the 
whole resources of the Government brought into 
requisition to prevent them from taking part in 
the rebellion. 


How was it with regard to the Texan war? Had 
an army been sent to New Orleans to prevent out 
citizens from taking part in it? No such thing 
The only effort we made was made on paper—by 
proclamation. Why should we show more sensi- 
tiveness in regard to Mexico, than in regard to 
Great Britain? All Mexico can do is to talk and 
protest. Let her protest. Who cares? If the 
Senator would move to make the inquiry with re- 
gard to both powers, he would heartily join him. 
But he felt humbled at coming here te talk of war 
with a contemptible, pitiful power, and, at the 
same time, to fold their arms in the face of one 
who was capable of giving a hard fight, if not of 
whipping us. And to show oer regard to Great 
Britain, the other day the famous remedial justice 
bill had to be passed, for fear that some one, who 
might come across and destroy cur property and 
murder our citizens, if he should be punished for it 
by the State authorities, would involve us in a war 
with her. Bat while we are afraid of Great 
Britain whipping us, we take up a newspaper, 
where we find the correspondence of a mad Span- 
iard; and upon that call upon the Secretary to fur- 
nish us with the official correspondence between 
the Government of Mexico and this Government. 
What is to grow out of it? Because this man has 
protested against the conduct of the United Svates, 
are we going to make war upon Mexico, founded 
inerely upon this correspondence? He did not 
know what the call would be made for, unless it 
was to show the inconsistency ef our course towards 
the two countries—that we were for war in regard 
to the weaker one, and for peace in regard to the 
stronger. Unless the inquiry in regard to Great 
Britain was added, he would not vote for the reso- 
lation. 

Mr. PRESTON asked if the Senator raised any 
objection to the consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SEVIER said, Certainly no'; he thought it 
might as well be considered now as at any time, if 
it must be considered at all. 

Mr. PRESTON observed that he saw, by the 
paper in the hands of the Senator from Ohio, 
(Mr. ALten,] that he proposed offering his 
amendment; and, in that case, he suppored the 
consideration of the subject would have to lie over 
till to-morrow. If that was the Senator’s inten- 
tion, he thought the shortest way to reach it would 
be to object to the consideration of the resolution 
to-day. But he hoped the Senator wonld s+¢ that 
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Great Britain with those of Mexico, in any inquiry 
of this nature. 

Here was a letter, published in Mexico, making 
charges against the United States Government, ac- 
companied with a threat of sucha nature as to 
rouse the feelings of every Americancitizen. lt was 
nul, therefore, without some surprise that he saw 
the Senator from Arkansas making ¢o light of the 
matter, and taking part with Mexico. To vindi- 
ca'ie Mexico in this threat, is to admit that the 
United States have done whathas been scrupulously 
avoided, and at the same time to side against Texas. 
if the Senator has any similar ground of in- 
quiry in relation to Great Britain, let it be brought 
forward io a distinct resolution. He certainly does 
hot mean to assert that the executive and legislative 
branches of this Government have not done their 
duty. - He could with confidence say that both the 
executive and legislative branches had done every 
thing in their power to do, to preserve good faith 
witb Mexico, and to prevent, as much as in 
their power, the citizens of the United States from 
interfering in the dispute between Mexico and 
Texas. But this Government had no control over 
the individual action of i's citizens, whenever they 
chose to go abroad to fight for any other country; 
and should not be held accountable for individual 
action, which it not only does not authorize, but 
which it discountenances. At the same time, he 
was free to admit that, as far as his own indi- 
vidual feeling went, it was entirely in sympathy 
with young Republics for their independence. 
Texas, since the battle of San Jacinto, had been ac- 
knowledged as an independent Republic by the 
United States, by Great Britain, France, and every 
other country but Mexico. And while he would 
not violate any national obligation to Mexico, he 
would be sorry to deny the right of individual 
citizens of the United Siates to go beyond our own 
territory, and take such part with a neighboring 
Republic as their sense of justice or feelings might 
prompt them to take. 

Mr. SEVIER said the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Preston] had made a statement in re- 
gard to this matter, to which he felt bound to reply. 








- What he found fault with was, that a newspaper 


publication should serve as the ground for going to 
war with Mexico; while they were as silent as the 
grave with regard to the differences that existed 
between this country and other powers. This was 
the issue. He had voted for the independence of 
Texas. Many of his constituents and dearest 
friends from boyhood, whom he held in the highest 
estimation, were residents of ihat country—having 
been thrown into it by the running of the bound- 
ary-line between it and Arkansas He had no 
objection that our citizens should fight for liberty 
anywhere: Ict them war where they pleased. 
What he complained of was, that the Senator 
should be finding fault with the conduct of Mexico, 
while he takes especial care to avoid doing so with 
regard to that of Great Britain. Her course of 
conduct had been less offensive than that of Great 
Britain. Looking at the matter in this point of 
view, he was ashamed and humiliated to witness 
in the American Senate a warlike demonstration 
against an insignificant power, while they were 
afraid to utter a whisper against a power which 
bad shown herself sufficiently formidable to give 
us a hard fight. 

The Senator from South Carolina had said that 
we had pursued the same course in relation to 
Mexico as to Great Britain. He (Mr. S.) denied 
that we had done so. The purpose for which the 
commanding officer was sent to the Western fron- 
tier was to preserve peace between us and the In- 
dian tribes; and yet the Senator wished to hold him 
up as vindicating the course which Mexico had 
taken. His complaint was, that they were ready to 
bristle up, show fight, and talk big, towards a little 
power, whilst they sat still and permitted another 
to search their vessels, to take from them their 
coasting trade, without a whisper of opposition. 

Mr. WALKER said he thought the call pro- 


‘posed to be made, as regarded the correspondence 


growing outof our relations with Mexico, was, 
per se,an inquiry which was highly proper to be 
made; and if the Senator from Arkansas, or any 
ether Senator, thought proper to make an inquiry 
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as regarded the negotiations betwren this country 
and Great Britain, whether there would bea pro- 
priety Or impropriety in making such inquiry, it 
certainly could not have the slightest connexion 
with an inquiry regarding the character of this 
communication, which certainly appeared to be 
one of a very extraordinary nature. Let the 
two matters be kept distinct and separate. Lit 
the Senator bring forward a separate resoiulion, 
and test the sense of the Senate as to whether 
the inquiry proposed by him would be proper 
or impropsr. For himself, be (Mr. W.) was 
inclined to think it would be highly improper; and 
more especially so,to connect it with the proposition 
offered by the Senator from South Carolina. 

It was intimated that the resolution of the hon- 
orable Senator was not deserving of the approval 
of the Senate, because it was founded on what had 
appeared in the newspapers. Did any Senator 
doubt the authenticity of the document as publish- 
ed? Did any Senator doubt that this ferocious 
and violent address proceeded from the Mexican 
authorities, against this nation—an address which 
could not but shock the feelings of every Ameri- 
can—and that it was laid before the whole diplo- 
matic corps of foreign nations resident in Mexico? 
And were they—becapse there were negotiations 
pending between Great Britain and the United 
Statec—were they to make no inquiry respecting 
the one, unless they made ingniry about the other 
also? Whether it were proper or improper to 
make inquiry respecting the negotiations with 
England, it was a:surediy preper to make inquiry 
as to this matter; for he would take on himself to 
assert in his place, that he fully believed it was 
the beginning of an effort about to be made 
on the part of Mexico to relieve herself trom the 
payment of those claims which had been adjadi- 
caied and determined in favor of citizens of the 
United States against the Mexican Govern- 
ment. It was, therefore, a quasi war which 
was atlemp‘ed to be got up between Mexico 
and this country, with a view of evading the 
payment of those claims. When these claims 
came to be presented, it would be found that they 
would be protested. Entertaining this opinion, he 
(Mr. W.) was desirous of knowing what this Gov- 
ernment was doing in relation to this matter; be- 
cause, whatever quarrels might exist between this 
country and other nations, they could have nothing 
whatever to do with our Mexican relations; and if 
Mexico should violate a treaty entered into with 
this country, and refuse to pay her debts, under 
the pretence that some of our citizens have ex- 
patriated themselves and gone io Texas, he, (Mr. 
W.) for oue, would be for compeliing her to pay 
them at the mouth of our cannon, and at the point 
of our bayonets. Believing this to be the object 
which Mexico had in view, and considering the 


manner in which she had placed the statement of | 


her charges against this country before the diplo- 
matic agents of the whole civilized world, he was 
desirous that the correspondence should be ob- 
tained, and would, therefore, vote for the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLEN said he had no donbt that every 
Senator would readily admit the importance of 
maintaining the rights and the honor of this coun- 
try, whenever that honor or those rights were as- 
sailed by a foreign power, whether by Mexico, or 
by Great Britain, or by any other power. But it 
was manifest—as the Senator from Arkansas had 
intimated—that they were a little more coy in re- 
gard to Great Britain than they were in regard to 
Mexico. He (Mr. ALLEN) thought they had been 
too much so. This had been his opinion since the 
period of the Caroline affair; and, acting upon that 
belief, he had offered a resolution, at an early pe- 
riod of this session, calling for the correspond- 
ence which had taken place between the two 
Governments upon that subject. At the time he 
offered that resolution, there was no special minis- 
ter from Great Britain in this country, for the pur- 
pose of negotiating upon the subjects in difference 
between the two countries; and, from the time of 
the discharge of McLeod, the country had remained 
in total darkness as to the condition of the negotia- 
tions upon the Caroline affair. When he <ubmit- 
ted that resolution, be was induced to do so from 
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the conviction that the open avowal made by the 
British Government, that the attack upon the Car- 
oline had been mace in virtue of her authority, 
imposed on this Government the necessity of de- 
wanding that kind of reparation which such an out- 
rage would seem, under all the circumstances, (o 
require; because, from the time that avowal was 
made, the whole question was changed. An act of 
war had been committed upen this country, and 
had been openly avowed as the act of the British 
Government; and a demand had been made for the 
surrender of McLeod, predicated upon the fact 
that it was an act of war committed by Great Brit- 
ain, and that, therefore, McLeod was not responsi: 
ble. Time had passed on, and the people of this 
country remained wholly uninformed as to the pro- 
ceedings of this Government in relation to this out- 
rage upon our territory and people, declared to 
have been authorized by the British Government. 
And, although no information had been given up- 
on the subject; and although there was, at that 
time, no special ambassador in this country, com- 
missioned to treat on the part of Great Britain,— 
yet, at the instance of the chairman of the Com. 
mittee on Foreign Relations, the resolution was 
laid upon the table, with a view of connecting with 
it substantially the same resolution now submitted 
by the Senator from South Carolina; and it was 
chiefly on this account that he had proposed that 
the resolution should lie over until to-morrow. But, 
under all the circumstances of the case, as he (Mr. 
A.) was uniformly in favor of laying before the 
public all the information that was essential, he 
would vote for the resolution as it stood, without 
embarrassing it by the addition of any matter that 
might occasion a delay. And, while he was will- 
ing to admit that Senators were influenced (as he 
bad no doubt they were) by the highest and most pa- 
triotic motives, he certainly thought there existed 
the strangest infatuation with regard to the termi- 
nation of the negotiations with Great Britain; for 
he fully believed that this very act on the part of 
Mexico resulted from the connexion between that 
Government and Great Britain, and, therefore, 
ought to be treated as one and the same—as part 
and parcel of the relations between this country 
and Great Britain. The British Government un- 
derstands its interests and its position, and under- 
stands the professions of friendship, arising out of 
the relations existing between the two countries, 
as being the mere deceitful langnage of diplomacy. 


Great Britain is teo perilously situated at this 
moment, in consequence of the existing state of 
things in Europe and in this country, to tolerate 
for a moment the renewing of a difficulty growing 
out of the Caroline case. There were other ques- 
tions of deeper interest—questions of territory; 
and when you come to the point, as you will have 
to come, you will fiad yourselves obliged to pare 
off a portion of territory upon the north, and to 
limit yourselves upon the south and the west— 
making Texas a bone of contention between 
Mexico and the United States. You will find 
Great Britain standing behind Mexico as_ her 
buckler—having the territory of California and the 
territory at the mouth of the Columbia offered by 
Mexico as a reward for the recovery of Texas. 
Hence it was, he contended, that there was an 
evident connexion between the relations of those 
two countries—a question so momentous to the 
Southern portion of the Union. He would vote 
for this 1esolution, therefore, as calling for inform- 
aiion, notonly in relation to Mexico, Lut looking 
ibrough Mexico to Great Britain herself. There 
need be no apprehension from Mexico; they need 
not tremble at her threats, unless she were backed 
by a more powerful nation. 

He had no expectation that they would escape a 
war with Great Britain. He had heard it said 
on that floor, that such an expression ought not to 
be utiered, because it might alarm the country. 
Though he would not use the expression for the 
purpose of creating alarm, he would use it to put 
the people on their guard, and prepare the popular 
mind for the state of things which he believed to 
beimpending. The strength of this country depends 
on the moral energy of the people; that energy re- 
quires to be aroused; the bone and muscle of the 
land require to be prepared for that state of things 





eo FB vr 


oanwe we wo 


S. 
in 
se 
he 


le 


1g 
re 
ed 
ed 





which the Government sees cannot long be avoided. 
Give to Ecgland a piece of your territory io 
Maine—let her obtain possession of Califernia; 
(for which the recovery of Texas by Mexico is to 
be the consideration)—let her send her fleets into 
the Gulf of Mexico, and she will command the 
commerce of the whole western hemisphere. Her 
object is, by all her energies, to obtain posses- 
sion of this commercial influence—an influence 
hostile to the interests of the United States. He 
was jealous, therefore, of every form of govern- 
ment dissimilar to our own, which was brought in 
contact with it. He believed with the first states- 
men of anliquily, that no state of circumstances 
between two free governments were as perilous 
as the most trifling differences between a republic 
and a monarchy. The dissimilarity of instituticns 
was a subject of perpetual jealousy. While this 
Government exists, every monarchy on the face of 
the globe weuld endeavor to effect its overthrow. 

Mexico is too feeble to act of herself; and, there- 
fore, looking at the vast interests to be acquired by 
England, by intermeddling and assisting Mexico— 
actuated, as she was, by that natural hatred which 
she bore to this country, the centre of that civil 
liberty which is so well secured by institutions 
which are the admiration of the world— he nego- 
tiations between Mexico and this country, and be- 
tween Great Britain and this country, shouid all be 
carried on as a thing of the same parcel and the 
same piece. He was not, then, for favoring the 
designs of Great Britain, by permiiting her to ope- 
rate again-t us through Mexico; nor was he for 
allowing monarchical institutions to be established 
in the southern part of this continent, to exercise 
a tyranny which was a disgrace to humanity. 
These were his sentiments on this subject. He be- 
lieved there were those present who would live to 
see the day when these forebedings of such an 
attempt, and a conflict with that nation, would be 
realized. He had long been impressed with a be- 
lief that we would have a conflict with England— 
one for territory and commerce. 

The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and it was adopted. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The bill making appropriations for the Indian 
Department was then taken up as in committee of 
the whole. No amendment being offered, the bill 
was reported back to the Senate, read a third ume, 
and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Boyd Reily was next 
taken up asin commiitee of the whole. 

Mr. TAPPAN explained the nature of this 
claim. It appears to bea bill to compensate Mr. 
Reily for the use of his patent baths in the army 
and navy, and for the transfer of the patent-right 
to the Government. 

The bill was reported back io the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. MERRICK, if his friend from New York, 
{[Mr. Tattmapce] would refrain from pressing his 
special order of taking up the exchequer bill, would 
move to go into executive session, as there was a 
considerable arrear of business to bring up, which 
called for immediate action. He was sure bis 
friend would, in consideraiion of the thin attend- 
ance of the Senate, see the propriety of not press- 
ing the special order to day. 

Mr. TALLMADGE assenting to the proposi- 
tion to postpone calling up the special order, 

The Senate, on Mr. MERRICK’S motion, went 
into executive session; and, after some hours spent 
therein, 

Adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 11, 1842. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Comusittee on Private 
Land Claims, reperted a bil! from the Sena e, whose 
title was not heard. 

Mr. C.J. INGERS°LL introduced a bill enti- 
tied *‘An act to amend an act for a'tering the times 
of holding the United Stes district courts in 
Western Pennsy!vania.” The bill was read three 
times, and passed. 

Mr. McKENNAN ras understood to present 
the proceedings of a mcetirg on the subject of tie 
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exercise of (he veto power; and he asked that they 
might be read. 

Mr. WELLER objected. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON otj-cied to the introdue- 
tion of the paper at all. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved a suspension of the 
rules for the reception of the paper. 

Mr. WISE inquired if there was not a rule for 
the reception of petitions, without consuming the 
time of the House? 

M:. McKENNAN, nevertheless, pressed his 
motion, as he desired the paper to be read. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and decided 
that it was determined in the negative. 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON called for a division. 
[Several voices called out that it was too late— 
the decision having been made.] He insisted that 
it Was not too late, contending that he had spoken 
before the Speaker’s decision was announced, 
though, in the confusion of the House, it might 
not have been heard. 

Mr. BOTTS also insisted that a division had 
been called for in proper time. 

The SPEAKER said the decision was announced 
before the call fora division was heard; and he 
hoped the gentleman from Indiana would submit 
to the decision of the Chair. 

Here ihe matter dropped. 

Mr. J. W. JONES rose to present the resolu- 
tions of a meeting, which he desired to explain. 

Mr. JAMES objected. 

{These resolutions were presented without obser- 
vation; and appeared to be the report and resolu- 
tions adopied on the 21 day of July, 1842, by the 
Democratic Siate-right Republicans of the city of 
Richmond, Virginia, friendly to free trade. ] 

THE TARIFF. 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. McKewnnan of Pennsylvania in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill to 
provide revenue from imports, and to modify the 
several acts iusposing duties en imports; the ques- 
tion being on the motion of Mr. SatronsraLu to 
amend the bill, by substituting for it the tariff bill 
reported by the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. HOLMES was entitled to the floor from 
Saturday, and he spoke through his hour; but so 
loud was the hum of voices through the hall, and 
so low were the tones of his voice, that it was only 
occasionally that we could catch the purport of his 
observations. He was unders'ood to give his de- 
cided opposition to the bill before the committee, 
and to the policy which its supporters designed to 
pursue. He said it was by one of the most extra- 
ordivary expedients that it was now preposed to fill 
an exhausted treassry; it was a contradiciory pro- 
ject, because it sought to raise revenue by a meas- 
ure which imposes duties that would be exclusive, 
and therefore would defeat the purpose which was 
avowed. They were told that this country was 
going begging amongst the brokers cf Wall 
street and the bankers in England, for the disposal 
of i's stock; acd it was now a‘tempted to ienovate 
the credit of the country by giving away their land 
revenue. If they ha! the constitutional right thus 
to deprive the General Government of that revenue, 
he did not deem it either right or patriotic to do so 
at this particular juncture. He was nnderstood to 
say that the next Congress wou!d discover a deficit 
of $12,000,000, and therefore there would be re- 
quired either a further imposition of duues, or a 
resort toa new lian. And how was the loan to be 
obtained? Who lend? Capitalists. On what? 
Either on credit cr on sub:tance; but the substance 
was pone, and, with it, credit was gone too. Wou!d 
they then resort to an export duty? He pointed 
ont the effects of direct taxation, as exemplified in 
some of the States of this Union, whose people 
were ground down by State'axes. He advised the 
committee, then, no! to impose duties that should 
bz exclusive in the r operation, 

He was ‘hen understood to enter enon a consti- 
tutional argument, for the purpose of :hovirg that 
Congress hai no authority to impose duties 0 en- 
covrage domestic manufactures. [le denied that 
it was given by the ‘‘veneral welfare” classe of 
the Constitution. He tovk a review of all the 
measures whick had occupied the attention of Con- 
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gress, from its origin to ihe present period, bearing 
On this subject; bat, for the reason assigned above, 
a full report is for the present deferred. 

Mr. LEWIS of Alabama commenced by ob- 
serving that he seldom addressed the House, and 
would not do so on the present occasion, were it 
not for the prominent importance that he aitached 
to the billon the table. He looked upon that bill not 
only as the leading measure of the session, but as the 
leading measure of the Whig party—that measure 
to which all others bad tended, and that measure 
which, if consummated, would carry into full effect 
the policy of that party. Mr. L. viewed it as the 
return to that disastrous system of measures under 
which the country was now suffering, and suffer- 
ing with an intensity unknown and unparaileled in 
its history. He hesitated not to say that the suffer- 
ings of the coun'ry under tariffs, banks, internal 
improvements, and other kindred Whig measures, 
were greater than those produced by the last war 
with Great Britain. 


That system commeneed first with a Bank of 
the United States; then followed the tariffs of 1824 
and 1828; then came the system of internal im- 
provements, which was presented with so much 
vigor and so much injustice under the administra- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
ApaM3;] then in the distribution of the surplus re- 
venue; then in an inflation of the currency, vopar- 
elleled since the days of John Law; and, finally, 
in a system of bankruptcy pervading the country 
from one end to the other. Now, having run this 
disastroas course, the Whig party, deaf to the ad- 
monitions of experience, were for returning to it 
again, and producing all those ruinous results 
which the country has heretofore witnessed. All 
these measures eriginated in special legislation for 
special interests, intended for the benefit of the 
few, and not of the many—interests of a clique and 
class, in opposition to the general interests of the 
country; and he would say again, that if this meas- 
ure should be passed, he would look upon it as a 
consummation of the schemes devised for the bene- 
fit of a few, at the expense of the many. Monop- 
olists had always found it their interest to associ- 
ate together; and it was by association that they 
were enabled to accomplish their objects. Ifa bank 
party would pass a tariff, hen a tariff party would 
pas: a bank; and ‘hus the one measure would bring 
on the other. The debt in which the nation was 
involved, Mr. L. looked upon as the work of these 
associate interesis—a debt which, he said, was 
created not for war, and not for any unforeseen 
misfortune, but brought on by premeditated and 
designed extravagance. Two years age we were 
out of debt, and it was to build up these associate 
interests that this debt was created; and the way 
was prepared for it, by resorting toa system of ex- 
travagance unexampled in the history of the coun- 
try. Having established this debt, we had sub- 
stituted for the old system of internal improvements 
the new system of distribution—a system to dis- 
tribute the Federal revenne among the States— 
which, in his view, was more profligate and more 
wastetul than the old system of internal improve- 
ments. You are now (said Mr. L.) abeut passing 
a bill which must, in the end, lead to the consum- 
mation of the system, by brioging us to the as- 
sumption of the State debts. He knew that at this 
time there were few who would have the courage 
to avow thal they were io favor of assumption; 
but he knew thai there were mavy who were not 
yet prepared to go for it, but who would embrace 
it with alacrity when they thought the proper time 
had arrived. He knew, toc, that many of the 
Whig party were oppcsed to it altogether; but so 
sure as men’s opinioas and charac‘ers were infla- 
enc-d by circumstances, so sure would the Whig 
party, when the time came, vo'e for the measure. 
The principle of assumption had already been 
recognized, by passing the distribution act. What 
more could gentlemen do, after thus admitting that 
they could disttibate tha Federal! revenue for State 
purposes? 

According to a'l his conceptions of free govern- 
ments, they were institutrd solely for the pro'ec- 
l'on of life, liberty, end property; and he, therefore, 
|ooled upon th? whole scheme cf distribution as 
2t war with the principles for which thir Goverr- 
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ment was created. He looked upon the system of 
provective tariffs and distribution as the groussest 
and most unjust species of favoritism. It took 
from one mab to give to another; and it took from 
one State to give to another. It amounted to 
nothing more than the right of Government to 
destroy property at the will of the Government. 
He would rather repudiate his debt, or fail to pay 
itfrom inability, than make another pay it for 
him; and he would not hesitate to say that he 
would rather repudiate the debt of Alabama than 
make this Government pay it. The distribution 
act was but one step in the system of subsidizing 
the States. We shall (said Mr. L.) not only have 
to assume the State debts, but we shall have to 
support the State Governments by duties on im- 
ports—by deluding the people, walking on the 
blind side of them, and taking taxes from them 
without their knowledge—a system unworthy of 
the spirit of the age, unworthy of our institutions, 
and unworthy of the intelligence of the people. 

The schemes of these associated interests (said 
Mr. L.) were to be consummated for the Presiden- 
tial contest of 1844; and if the principles to which 
he had referred were to prevail, he would not turn 
on his heel to make a President. If, said he, we 
are to have these associate interests of tariff, bank, 
and internal improvements, he knew not the man 
who would be so fit to rule over the country as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams;]} but, 
believing that the people of this country were too 
intelligent long !o submit to such a system, he 
hoped that the days of such politicians were num- 
bered. He would say nothing of this bill with re- 
gard to iis gross violation of the compromise act. 
‘The compact, however, made by that act, had been 
faithfully kept by the South. We submitted te it 
(said Mr. L.) for nine years; the manufacturers en- 
joyed the protection that it gave, as wiinessed by 
the fact that it was the only time they had been 
quiet since the tariff of 1816—and, indeed, they 
never were more prosperous than they were in 
1840. But it was proposed by this bill, not only 
to supersede, but to violate the spirit of the com- 
promise act. It was proposed, not only to raise 
ihe scale of duties beyond what was promised in 
ihat act, but to violate that provision which de- 
clared that the Gevernment should be economi- 
cally administered. 

Yet we are told(said Mr. L.) that it isa revenue 
measure. Why it was to be called a revenue 
measure, when it wasa scheme for violating the 
compromise act, he did not kaow. It bad as few 
features of a revenue measure as any bill that 
could be possibly imagined. His friend from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. J. W. Jonxs] had demonstrated that, on 
some articles, the drawbacks would exceed the 
revenuc; while the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Apams] had admitted that, on at least ten 
millions, the daties would be prohibitory; and in- 
stead of calculating the revenue on ninety millions 
of imports, he estimated them on eighty. Now, 
he believed that the importations would be less, 
and that we should, therefore, collect less than the 
gentleman counted on. He did not believe that 
the manufaciurers were so poor that they could not 
undersell the foreign manufacturer when the du- 
ties were raised so high; and he thought that much 
more of the duties would amount to a prohibition 
Gentlemen need not 
base their calculations on the importations of for- 
mer years. There would be now no aids from 
an inflated currency; no aids from stoeks sold 
abread, to be returned to usin manufactured goods; 
but we should have to import under a currency 
reduced almost to a specie standard, and under that 
of pecuniary embarrassment, which crippled the 
means of individuals as well as the States. The 
revenue would then fall short, and we should have 
to resort to = property tax; and when that time 
cai", the manufacturers, instead of finding pro- 
tection, would have to contribute to the support of 
Government. 


But, Mr. L. asked, where was the justice, 
where the propriety of throwing the whule burdens 
of Governmeut on imporis? Where was tbe pro- 
priety of selecting one branch of industry for 
the purpose of diawing from it the contributions 
wauich should come from all? But it was argued 
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that revenue was the objeci, and thet the burden 
would fall on the consumer. Then, if it was true 
that the tax feli on the consumers cnly, why not 
lay iton the manufacturers, who saight, in their 
turn, throw it off on the consumers? But, (said Mr. 
L.,) under this system, while we pay twenty millions 
of taxes to the Government, we pay infinitely more 
for increasing the value of domestic manufac. 
tures; and, in paying this twen'y millions into the 
coffers of the Government, at least one hundred and 
sixty millions more went into the pockets of the 
manufaciurers. Mr. L. here weut into a calcula- 
lion to prove the truth of this position. Ithad been 
asked, if the protection already enjoyed by the 
manufacturers was sullicient, how was it tbat they 
were not prosperous? He believed that, com- 
pared with other interesis of the country, they 
were prosperous; though not so much so as in 
1840 and 1841, as they are feeling the effects 
of the pressure which now bears ou all viher 
interests ef the country. One evidence of their 
prosperity was the amount of those exports ; and 
he would here remark, that the exporis of our 
manufactures never were su jarge as they were ia 
1840 and 1841, which were the last years of which 
we had any account. Now, if they were brought 
to such a state of distress by the operation of the 
compromise act, how happened it that they were 
able not only to supply the home market, but to 
export largely? He bad tables to show that, while 
the imports of manufactures were in a state of 
gradual reduction, and that we were coming near- 
er and nearer every year to the Chinese policy of 
shutting out the products of other countries, the 
exports had, in the years he had mentioned, great- 
ly increased. Mr. L. also referred to some inter- 
esting facts collected from the census tables, as 
showing the prosperity of the manufacturing in- 
terest, compared with otherinterests of the country. 
By these tables, it appeared that the number of 
persons engaged in agriculture was over three mil- 
lions; and the amount of their products was 
$749 ,453,471—equal to $213 71 to each persen. 
The number employed in manufactures was 
791,745; and their products—the amount the re- 
porter could not catch—was equal to $500 14 
cents to each person. Mr. L. aiso showed, from 
the same tables, the amouni vi capital employed in 
agriculture and manufactures, and that the profits 
were nearly three times as much in the latter as in 
the former. Notwithstanding these facts, genile- 
men who supported ihe manufacturing interests 
had the boldness to come forward aad ask that the 
agriculturists should be taxed for their benefit, on 
the pretence of being protected from foreign com: 
petition. Now he would ask, how long were they 
to be protected from foreign competition? 

We have had (said Mr. L.) this burden on our 
shoulders from 1816 till this ime; and the manu- 
facturers, who said in the Commencement of the 
system, that ail they wanted was protection for a 
short time, to enable them to stand alone, were 
stil clamorous for protection, and for the same 
reasons. When, then, was the system to cease? 
It certainly was a burden toagricullure-—ihat must 
be admitted by al!; for, if manufactures could not 
be brought in cheaper trom foreign countries than 
they could be produced here, why impose protec- 
tive duties? Was this thing to last always?) Was 
there no period to which they were to !ook forward 
when manufactures could be supported without im- 
posing additional burdens on the rest of the com- 
munity?) Now they were as keen for protection as 
they were in 1816, and more so; for they then 
came, cap in hand, and begged asa favor what 
they now demanded as a right. 

It was his deliberate conviction (Mr. L. said) 
that high duties never could increase the prosperity ot 
the manufacturer. They began at the wrong end 
Instead of asking for protection to increase the 
prices of their products, they shou!d produce cheap- 
er; and this was the only way to become more 
pro-perous. They could not, by legi-iation, chang: 
the !aws of trade, which were of Divine origin. 
They could not fix factitions prices, aud keep them 
up higher than in the markeis of the world; be- 
cause the smuggler would interpose and become 
the vindicator of fiee trade. He had been inform- 
ed, from the best authority, that the price of smug- 
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giing now in New York was 30 per cent. on the 
foreign value; and that there were persons there 
who would contiact to deliver goods at this rate, 
which covered also freight and insurance. It ap- 
peared to him that, if be had wished to frame a 
bill for the encouragement of smuggling, this, of all 
others, would answer the purpose best. Foreign 
goods would be smugg!edin on the Northeastern 
frontier, while the lawful trade on the Atlantic sea- 
board would be greatly diminished. New York 
would sink, and Buffalo would rise on its ruins. 


He contended that there must be a proper reci- 
procity between the seller and the buyer, in order 
to produce a healthy state of wade. The life of 
business was competition. ‘lhe whole was a game 
of competition. Unless we sought the markets of 
the world for our productions, we could claim no 
advantage over the savage. What were the bene- 
fits of civilization, except that by the aid of ma- 
chinery it enables the inbabitants to have clothing 
or other conveniences which the savage could not? 
Were our manafaciurers to be satisfied with the 
home market? If they went beyond the home 
market, duties would do no good. But gentlemen 
had said that we had not the same advantage of 
capital and labor as England, and therefore we 
needed the aid of a piotective tariff. He (Mr. L.) 
contended that if England could manufacture so 
much cheaper, then we were engaged in the busi- 
ness at a losing rate, and the sooner we abandon- 
ed it the better. But we had, in many respects, 
supe ior advaalages to England—cheaper house- 
rent, water-power, provisions, and, he was about 
to say, cheaper government; but he almost doubted 
whether taxes paid in England exceeded those con- 
tributed by our united Federal, State, and county 
Governments. 


In answer to the argument that we should impose 
retaliatory duties, he should say that the universali- 
ty ef retaliation would destroy its effect. Let the 
iron manufacturer have protection alone, and you 
make him rich. But give the same protection to 
all other manufacturers, and you destroy the ben- 
elit of any particularone. Ii was like one gentle- 
man rising to address the Chair: he was certain he 
had the ficor. But let a dozen rise at once, it 
would take away the advantage of any separate 
man. 

Mr. L. took a view of the state of things in Eng- 
land, and the disadvantages under which the Ja- 
borer there had to live. Let those burdens be (a- 
ken off—the tax on his bread and meat—and the 
manufacturers here could not begin to contend 
with those in that country. They could barely do 
itnow. He referred to the fact that Sir Robert 
Peel bad lately proposed a reduction of the duties 
in England. Thus, whilst that country was un- 
binding i's fetters, we were putting on more. 

He argued that another result of increased du- 
ties at this time would be an expansion of cur cur- 
rency. It would raise the price cf foreign goods, 
which could not be sold here as now. The effect 
would be, that specie would come here in return 
or our exports, end the money level in this coun- 
try would be raised. Production would be in- 
creased, and the country become apparently pros- 
perous, whilst it was in fact in no better condition 
than before the increased duties were imposed. 


Mr. BOTTS oblained the floor, and addressed 
the committee at length, chiefly in opposition to the 
legality of the course pursued by the Executive, in 
issuing circulars to the collectors of the customs, 
and in favor of an impeachment of the President. 
He contended that the Executive had no right to 
prescribe the mode in which deties should be col- 
lectcd. Lt was illegal; and, if acquiesced in, the 
Presi¢ent might order a cuty of 20 per cent. to- 
day, and 5 percent. to-morrow. This he regarded 
as a gricvous state of things, for which there was no 
remedy but impeachment or revolution. He sol- 
emniy believed that if the pewer cf the House to 
impeach was nol resorted to, in Jess than six 
months Pennsyleenia avenue would gleam with 
10,000 bayonets. At the proper time be should 
make a movement on the subject of impeachment; 
and, in doing so, he disclaimed acting by the coun- 
sel of the Whig party. He stood on bis own re- 
sponsibility, and claimed the merit of having been 
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first to raise the flag of impeachment in this 
country. 

He spoke fur some time in abuse of the Presi- 
dent, and in denunciation of taove who had charged 
the members of the House with a desire to elicit a 
conflict between Congress and ihe Exceutive. He 
referred to the action uf the President on the ap- 
portionment bill, aud denounced it as unconstitu- 
tional and disorganizing. He had, he said, been 
charged with being a conspirator, and the prime 
mover in all the schemes to circumvent the Ex- 
eculive. As he understood the term, he wasa 
conspiratur—one of the most active and violent in 
the House—against the doings of such a man as 
was now seated in the execulive chair. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL spoke his hour, in the 
course of which he delivered an able and ingenious 
speech in favor of moderate and neceszary protec- 
ton. He commenced with an historical synopsis of 
various stages of this country, commencing with 
the period preceding its independence, when trade 
was free, governmeut cheap, and wheu there were 
no direct taxes. From that he proceeded to notice 
the subsequent stages, amongst which he enumer- 
ated the adoption of the Federal Constitution, the 
several wars in which the country was involved, 
the various tarifls which have been adopted, nuiii- 
ficauon, compromise, and all the circumstance: 
and conditions of the people, with which those 
events have been altcudant. 

He went through an enumeration of various 
aruwles of American mapulacture, and, in some 
luminous remarks, recapitulated the articles of 
personal uiilily which be used of American pro 
dace; and he gave the cominiiee three postulates: 
first, that they could not if they would, and he 
trusted they would not if they could, dispense with 
protection; for national protection was nothing 
more nor less than national existence. The next 
question was, What was protection? As a mode- 
rate, medium man, he laid down the position that 
permanent and the lowest practicable duties were 
the most protective. And, finally, cash payments 
These were his positions, and these he variously 
illustrated; bat he was not very distinctly heard at 
the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. WARREN then addressed the committee 
principally in reply to Messrs. BLACK and 
COOPER; but he also opposed a high protective 
tariff. 

Mr. HUNTER addressed the committce in a 
beautiful speech in favor of the principles of free 
trade. The lateness of the hour at which it was 
concluded, prevents avything buta faint sketch 
for this day’s paper. 

He expressed his astonishment that, in this en- 
lightened age, the exploded doctrines of a high 
protective tariff should be revived. When other 
nations were advancing with the progressive spirit 
of the times, and laying down their restrictive ar- 
mor, this country was asked to revive a policy 
that would better become the empire of Mehemet 
Ali, than such a nation as ours. 

He drew a contrast between what appeared to 
him to be the policy of the two parties in this coun- 
try—the one endeavoring 'o administer the Govern- 
ment for the benefit of the few, and the other look- 
ing to its stability in the support of the many, 
equal benefits, aud impariial Jegislation. The one 
party seemed disposed to tax more for private than 
for public purposes; whilst the other desired no 
more taxation than what was required to support 
the Government reduced to a footing of strict econ- 
omy. 

Now that the tariff had been reduced by the ope- 
ration of the compromise act, h- thought the most 
favorable opportumity was afforded to the Demo- 
cratic party to carry out, and render permanent, 
its policy. [Ee referred to the arguments used to 
soften the rigor of the bill, and expres:ed the hope 
that the Democratic pariy would enterinto no alii- 
ance with its advocat’s. Any alliance between the 
two parties on this behalf would, he thought, be 
false and iollow; and he believe! the great issue 
between them would be upon the question of a pro- 
tective tariff. 

Some gent emen here advocated a revenue tarifl; 
others a revenue tariff, with incidental protection; 
whilst others, bolder and more frank, avowed them- 
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Ives in Javor of protection, independent of other 
conrif-rations. Ile proceeded to show that the 
bill was i:amed so a5 not to be a revenue tariff, 
but entirely protective, and imposing duties which 
would fail heaviest on ihe poor man, and very light- 
ly upon the luxuries of the iich. It could not be 
a tariff bill for revenue, because no man could 
reasonably believe that $27,000,000 would be col- 
lected from $79,000,000 of imports, 

As his {riend from Alabama (Mr. Lewis] had 
Shown in his able speech this morning, 1 would 
cost but.30 per cent. to have goods smuggled in at 
New York. The average rate of duty in this bill 
was 36 per cent. This, he thought, would not be 
paid. He instanced the smuggling so extensively 
carried ou on the Northwestern frontiers, where the 
custom-houses did not pay the expenses of keeping 
them up—te such a great degree was smuggling 
carried on. Under such circumstauces, then, 
might not this tariff be a measure which would 
build up the lake borders at the expense ot the At- 
lantic shores? 

He iflustrated the operation of abigh tariff on 
the agricultural classes, and the crying injustice 
which they saffered. He discussed the doctrine of 
a tariff (or revenue, with incidental protection; and 
maintained that, if it differed from a protective tar- 
iff, it was only in degree. Hedrew a vivid and 
Slirriug picture of the present situation of Eng- 
land, and the influence of the resuictive system in 
producing the deplorable stae of things there. 
Why should we adupt the same policy here? 
Shouid we contine ourselves to the narrow market 
of this country—restricting our trade to the dime n- 
stons of the Chinese shoe? He thought not. The 
principles of tree wade must prevail. The bigh 
tari? might carry at this time; but the cry through- 
out the land would be “repeal,” until the country 
was Stripped of ils restrictions. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine addressed the House at 
length in favor of a high tariff and the protective 
principle. 

Mr. DEAN followed on the opposite side of the 
question, contending for a low tariff and an eco- 
nomical Government. He said he should write 
out his remarks. 

Mr. JAMES IRVIN spoke for one hour in ad- 
vocacy ef protection. 

Mr. CLIFFORD of Maine obtained the floor at 
7 o’clock, p.m., and addressed the committee in 
opposition to the high tanff of protection. Afler 
he bad conciuded, there was a great struggle for 
the floor, which was obtained by 

Mr. SLADE of Vermont, who addressed the 
House forsome time. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Toespay, July 12, 1842. 

Mr. BUCHIANAN presented a memorial from 
James Reeside, by his attorney in fact, Mc. 
Mr. B. said Mr. Reeside was well known through- 
out the United Siates as the “land admiral,” from 
his extensive transactions with the Post Office De- 
partment. It is represented in the memorial that he 
furnished money to the department at different 
times; and, after a failure ‘o have his accounts ad- 
justed at the department, it was finally agreed that 
they should he settled by bringing a suit; which 
was done. The tria! commenced in October, 1841, 
and euded on the 6th December following—hbaving 
ocenpied a period of six weeks. And the result of 
the trial was a verdict entered in his favor for 
$186,496 06. A motion for a new trial succeeded, 
and the claim was affirmed. He asks Congress to 
pay the amount thus found due to him—stating, at 
the same time, that there were $50,000 clearly due 
to him besides; and that eleven of the jury thought 
so. The memoria! was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office asd Post Roads, 

Mr. SEV:ER, from the Committee on Pensions 
to which had been referred House bill for the re- 
lief of Jobn Jourden, and the bili granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Johnson, reported the same back 
without amendment. 

Mr. S.also made an adverse report from the 
same conupitiee on the claim of Samucl Crapia for 
arrears ul pcvsion. 





















Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee or Pen- 
sions, to which had beew seferred House bill for 
the relie( of the heirs of George Sheffler, reported 
the same back, without amendment. 

Mr. CRAFTS, from the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred the question of printing the 
resolutions adopted by the Democratic Whig Gen~ 
eral Commitice atthe Broadway House, New York, 
eulogising the Whig majority in both Houses of 
Congress fur their persevering efforts to enact the 
Whig system of measures, and condemnatory of 
the President of the United States for interposing 
obstacles to the consummation of such policy,— 
reported adversely to the printing of the resolutions; 
and the report was concurred in by the Senate. 

Mr. WOODBURY asked for the consideration 
of the reseluticn submitted by him on Saturday 
last, calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury for 
information as to the amouat of receipts and ex~ 
penditnres of the Government during the first half 
of the present year. 

The CHAIR informed him that it was adopted 
at the time it was presented. 

Mr. WOODBURY did not so understand it, but 
was please: to find that it had been. 

Mr. WOODBURY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day, under the 
rule, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
report to the Senate where the public money has been det posited 
for safe keeping since the repeal of the independent treasury; 
by whom the depositories have been selected; the changes, if 
any, Which have been made in them since, with the reasons 
therefor, and under what regulations and securities it is placed 
with them when received from loans and treasury notes, as 
well as trom duties, lands, and other sources; and to accom- 
pany this information with a list of the present depositories, 
and the amount of money in each, by the past returns. 

House bill entitled “An actio amend an act for 
altering the times of holding the United States dis- 
trict courts in Western Pennsylvania,” was taken 
up and read twice. 

Mr. BUCHANAN explained the bill. It was 
to correcta mistake. The difficulty which it was 
intended to remedy, was owing to a mistake in 
Congress fixing the same day for the meeting of 
the courts at Philadelphia and Williamsport. He 
hoped, therefore, it would be passed at once, as 
there was no necessi'y (tor its reference. 

The bill was then read the third time and passed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Commi't-e on 
the Judiciary, to which had been referred House 
bill for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Aikin- 
son, deceased, reported the same back, without 
amendment. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, on leave, introduced a bill 
to permit the Solicitor of the Trearury to adjust the 
claim of the United S:ates against [Henry Daniel, 
deceased, and Thomas Triplett, now of the State 
of Kentucky; which was read twicc, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Hull, deceased, (being a bill to pay the amount 
due him as Governor of Michigan Territory to the 
time his office was revoked,) was taken up as in 
committee of the whole. 


Mr. CLAYTON observed that, when this bill 
was last before the Senate, it had been oppused on 
one ground which he had since ascertained to be 
unfounded: it was, that General Halt was a de- 
faulter indebied to the Government. He had made 
inquiry at the proper deparimen’, and was in‘vim~ 
ed that not a cent was claimed as being due by 
General Hull. 

The nature of the claim urged by the present bill 
was this: General Hull,in 1811, was appointed 
Governor of the Territocy of Michigan. [fe was 
also a brigadier generzl, chargcd wiih the military 
defence ot the frontier, In 1812, acting in bis mili- 
tary capacity, he surrendered the Territory to the 
British, and remained a prisoncr of war till Febru- 
ary, 1813; at which lime, on beiag given up, he was 
arrested on a charce of cowardice and treachery, 
and was tried. ‘or sentence of the conri martial 
was hot carried into effect--the pardon of the Ex- 
ecutive being exicnded to him, In October, 1813, 
he was superceded as Governor o Michigan ‘Ver- 
ritory by Governor Cass. Geucial Huli’s salary 
as Governor ws $2,000 a year, wh cu was paid up 
to the day,ef his arrest in February, but wihneld 
from that ll October, by the department, on the 
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givund that his arrest suspended his right. The 
ohject of the bill was to pay this balance, from 
February to October, 1813, to his heirs. 


Mr. TAPPAN showed that the proposition was 
to pay the heirs of Gen. Hull his salary as Gov- 
ernor of the Territory, from February to October, 
1813, when, by his own voluntary act, he had ab- 
rogated all right to it, by the surrender of hi.uself 
and his country to the English. The moment he 
surrendered the Territory into the hands of a for- 
eignenemy in 1812, he, by bis own act, ceased (o 
be Governor of it, and could perform no service 
that would entitle bim to compensation. 

No amendment being offered to the bill in com- 
mittee of the whole, it was reported back to the 
Senate; and the question came up on ordering it to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. PRESTON wished to know what was the 
condition of the Governorship of the Territory from 
1812 to October, 1813, and what was done for the 
salary claimed? 

Mr. TAPPAN observed that the Governor, 
General Hull, was a prisoner tothe British—part of 
the time on his parole—till, in February, 1813, he 
was placed under arrest, to be tried by court-martial, 
in his military capacity, for cowardice or treachery 
in surrendering the Territory to the British. 
When tried and convicted, he was pardoned by 
the Executive, and superseded as Governor by 
Gov. Cass. Itis for his salary when prisoner that 
this bill is intended to provide. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said the conviction against 
General Hull was not for high treason; he was 
found guilty of cowardice enly. If he was really 
obnoxious to that charge, it must have been owing 
to some tempurary infirmity of nature, for his 
course throughout the revolutionary war proved 
that no braver man ever existed. But so strong 
was the excitement against him at that period, that, 
in the finding of the verdict, it was necessary to 
yield something to public opinion. In full view 
of all the circumstances, the Executive clemency 
was extended tohim. It could not be forgotien 
that throughout the revolutionary struggle he had 
performed his part so well as to elicit the strongest 
praise of General Washington and the whole army. 

He was willing to admit that the appointment 
of General Hull as Governor of Michigan, at such 
a critical period, was injudicious; for he was so 
advanced in life as to be subject to the infirmities 
of age. Surrounded as he was by difficulties, he 
wanted the ability and judgment which in earlier 
life he possessed. Opposed to him was a British 
general of the greatest energy and talents; hostile 
Indians were collecting tor a descent trom all 
quarters; and his conduct under the panic of the 
moment may be easily aecounted for, without the 
imputation of treason or treachery. 

This, however, was all aside from the legal 
claim presented by his children for the balance of 
his salary while he held the unrevoked commission 
of a civil office, distinct from his military respon- 
sibilities. There was nothing in what had occurred 
in relation te the question of his surrender to the 
British, to deprive his children of their right to 
claim a pecuniary debt, which this Government, 
by its commission, was under an obligation to 
pay. 

Mr. MERRICK was greatly surprised to find 
that any such bill had been introduced, as that for 
the relief of the beirs of this miserable gentleman; 
for it must have been foreseen that it was in the 
face of recollections not very pleasing, or likely to 
enlist many advocates. If General Hull or his 
heirs had a legal claim to this money, as asserted, 
why not prefer it before the proper department, 
where nothing but the exhibition of a legal claim is 
needed to insure payment? If, on the other hand, 
ihe department, in full view of the nature of the 
ciaim, refused to recognise it, there could be no 
ground for Congress to go upon, but the merits of 
the case; and he apprehended they wou'd be far 
from justifying the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PRESTON had asked the question as to the 
condition of the office and the Governor fiom 1812 
t» October, 1313, for the purpose of eliciting in- 
urmation, that the Senate might consider the ma!- 
ter undersiandingly. It seems that General Hull 
gave himzelf up as a prisoner of war in 1812, and 
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virtually remained so nll Fe bruary, 1813 He was 
paid up to that time; but, being arres:ed on ceriain 
charges, and tried by a court-martial, which con- 
victed him of cffences of ihe gravest nature against 
his coantry and Government, the proper depart- 
ment refused to pay him his civil salary from the 
time of his arrest; and this claim is now brought 
forward for an alleged balance of thal salary from 
February to October, 1813. 

His wish had been to ascertain the exact capa- 
city in which he could have acted to entitle him to 
that salary; for it appeared to him that he must 
have been in a state of disability, (the consequence 
of his own act,) and could not perform the ser- 





vices which would entitle bim io any compensa- | 


tion. He had prevented himself trom exercising 
the functions of Governor, whetber he had or had 
not really, by his surrender of the Territory, abol- 
ished the office of United Siates Governor. 


ernor of the Territory while it remaied in the pos- 
session of the Britisi; and, therefore, there could 
be no claim for compensation ior discharging the 
duties of such an office. 

According to his recoilection of the events, the 
British took and kept possession of the Territory 
during the period in question. 

The bill did not explain whether the payment 
was to be on accountof his salary as General in 


There | 
was no such office as that of United States Gov- | 
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the army, or as Governor of the Territory. If it | 


Was on the latter account, it was evidently ground- 
ed on the assumption of an cilice 
ence at the time in which services had been or 
could be performed. But as ihe incumbent had 
disqualified bimself by a self-created incapacity, he 
doubted whether even a plausibie technical case 
could be made out. 


Mr. TAPPAN made a few observations inaudi- | 


ble in the gallery, but understood to be in explana- 
tion of the claim being for General Huli’s services 
in the office of Governor of the ‘Territory, which 
office could not co-exist with the military occupa- 
tion by an enemy. 

Mr. CLAYTON, in reply to the remarks of the 
Senator from Maryland, mee Merrick,J—ihat if 
the claim was lega! and just, the proper department 
would have paid 1t long ago—observ ed, thal the de- 
partment retused the claim from ihe day of his ar- 
rest, on the ground that he was not afterwards en- 
titled to the salary. Butif there was good ground 
for paying him his salary from 1812 to February 
1813, it was the same iiom February to October, 
1813—during which time he continued to hold his 


civil commission undisturbed, even if his miliary 
commission was in suspense. ‘The argument 


would be much better, if Was mainiained that 
whatever he had been paid from 1812 to February, 
1813, had been paid in error, because he was then 
a prisoner of war, and could not perform the civil 
functions of Governor. The depaitment evidentiv 
did not consider him disentitled by being a prisoner 
of war, and certainly should not bave eccnsidered 
him any more diseatitied while under arrest as a mili- 
tary man, on charges not connected with bis civil 
commission. His military responsibitities had 
nothing to do with bis civil office; xad it was by 
confounding both together that the department had 
erred. As his commission of Governor was not 
withdrawn till Oc:ober, he remained, whilst he held 
it, Governor of the Territory, wheiher a prisoner 
or not. The office was created Ly law; the salary 
was fixed by law; General Hull was appointed 
Governor by the Executive; 
moved, 
office 


Mr. SMITH of Connecticut had witnessed with 
surprise the advi cacy of this bill. He would just 
as soon have expecied to see @ bili introdueed and 
advocated on this floor for the relief of the heirs of 
Benedict Arnold. On what prineple, he 
ask, could the introduci:on of such 2. bill be vin- 
diexvted? = Was it on the princi,-)> that time and ac- 
tions spent (according to th: finding cf 


was entitled to the emoluments of the 


yen'd 


Acoud 
martial) in cowardice and trecchcery, were to be 
compencated by the Governmer', and ine ecun- 


iry betrayed? What better claim was ihere for rr- 
warding cowardice and treachery, that surrendered 
our territory to the enemy, than for rewarding the 
treason that meditated such a surrender? If this 


and, until officially re- | 


being in existe | 











bill was defensible, so would one be for the family 
of Arnold. The one would be just as proper as 
the other; and there can be no better claim for 
this proposition than for that. 

Would any one contend that money was due by 
this Government to the heirs of General Hall, for 
services rendered by him to his couatry or its Gov- 
ernment?’ He apprehended not. If not, then, for 
services rendered, what could it be due to him for? 
Should it be contended that it was for services, the 
question would arise, what were those services? 
And what answer, he would ask, could be given 
but the verdict of the court: martial?—cowardice and 
treachery. Why should he or his heirs get com- 
pensation for such services as that? Was it credita- 
ble—was it a good example to set—to reward such 
services? 

But take the plain matter, apart from the trea- 
son of the case, and coasider it asa simple matter 
of contract. You employ an agent to perform a 
certain duty for you, and for the actual per- 
formance of that duty you are to pay hima given 
compensation. He, in another capacity, does an 
act which incapacitates him from performing his 
agency; or, indeed, abolishes ihe agency altogether. 
Whatclaim can he possibly set up, in justice or 
equity, for the compensation of services he pre- 
vented himself from performing? 

The facts, however, were much stronger; for 
General Hull not only did not do the service for 
which he was to get his salary during the time for 
which he claims, but did tke greatest injury which 
a citzen could inflict upon his courtry and Gov- 
ernment, by surrendering up his trust io its ene- 
mies. Yet, now, his betrayed country is called 
upon to pay his heirs—not for services actually 
rendered by him, but for his having placed him- 
self in a condition to render it impossible for him 
to perform the services which he had contracted 
for, and for which he was incapacitated by bis 
own base act—at once dishonoring and disgracing 
his own name, and tarnishing that of his country. 
The attempt should never have been made to 
place such a precedent before the country as the 
introduction of this bill. 


Mr. BERRIEN cbserved that this was a matter 
in which he had perscually no advoc.cy. The ques- 
tion of the legal obligation of the Government to 
discharge the claim had been referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and its attention was necessarily 
confined to that simple question. The committee 
had only one duty in relaticn to the matter to per- 
form—and that was, to say to ‘he Senate whether 
the heirs of Gen. Wm. Hull had or had nota legal 
claim, and whether the Government was under a 
legal obligation to discharge it. The committee 
was not required, and did not feel itself calied up- 
on, to go beyond the naked question, and institute 
an inquiry as to the previcus meritorious services 
of Gen. Hull, or his dereliction of duty, now the 
subject of discussion. The committee looked only 
to the question of indebtedness on the part of the 
Government, and had made its report accordingly. 

There was no one who could look back to the 
unfortunate transaction, so much commented upon, 
with more painful feelings than he; but he was 
very far from joining in the denunciations of a 
man now passed to his last account. He could not 
think of that unfortunate man without also calling 
to mind his previous services, and the high testi- 
monials of his bravery and good conduct in the 
trying honr of the Revolution, 

He would merely look, on the present occasion, 
to the question of his right, or that of his heirs, to 
the payment now claimed. His salary had been 
paid up to the day of his arrest, in February, 1813; 
and if it was right to pay him so far on the com- 
mission he held as Gevernor, it was equally right 
that he should be paid ull that commission was 
revoked, which was not till October, 1813. The 
commission would not have been left in torce, if 
he office was net allosed by the Government to 
ve iu semenen aod ihat it was in force, is evident 
‘rom the fact of its being revoked in Oc'oter, 1813, 
‘n be vecasion of his sucesssor being appointed. 
Tre Jaw of the iand created the cffice, aad author- 
ized the appvintmen ; and so loag as ihe appoint- 
ment was in commission, the legal obligation rest- 
ed on the Government to pay the compensation. 
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of the conduct ot Gen. Hull in another and a dif- 
ferent capacity. 

Mr. PRESTON corcarred fully with the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Commitee, that nothing 
can be more painful than to leok back to the close 
of this old gentieman’s military career—a-close 
which contras!s so darkly with his former services. 
But what had been said in relation to that termina- 
tion of his military life, was not said with a view 
of casting more odium on his name, but in conse- 
quence of the question now presented to the Sen 
ate, which necessarily cails up some consideration 
of the facts as they really occurred. 

He could not help believing that the chairman 
of the Jadiciary Committee, much as he respecied 
his authority, had taken an erroneous view of this 
subject. He evidently thinks General Hv!! was 
entitled to his salary after his arrest, because Lis 
right was accorded up to the day of the arrest. 
Now, this was a pesition which he (Mr. P.) was 
not prepared to admit. For he held that when, i 
virtue of his military commission, he surrendered 
the Territory over which he presided into the bands 
of the enemy, he gave ap, in that act, his political 
or civil jurisdiction; and, by placing the Territory 
in the keeping of a foreign foe, he annulled his 
own commission. 

His representatives now call for compensation— 
for what?’ For bis services? How could he per- 
form the duties of an cffice which, by his own act, 
he either abolished or incapacite'ed himself from 
performing? If the question had been put at the 
time, whether ke shou!d be paid a salary from this 
Government for the period from his surrender till 
his pardon, there would not have been found a 
man, woman, or chilc, ready to advocate the claim. 
He was arresied, tried, and sentenced to death {for 
his actions during that time; and it ‘was only 
through executive clemency he escaped. ‘There 
was not one who would not have considered the 
exercise of that clemency a full quiltance for any 
possible claim he could have sect up upon the gen- 
erosity of the Government; and few would have 
argued that he had rendered services from the date 
of his surrender, deserving of any national compen- 
sation. 


Mr. CALHOUN said that he was not a little sur- 
prised with several things connected with the sub- 
ject before the Senate. 

He was, in the first place, surprised that the rep- 
resentatives of General Hull should ever think of 
presenting this claim to Congress. He would not 
be more so, if the representatives of Arnold should 
present a claim for his pay, as a general in our ser- 
vice, after he had committed his treason, on the 
ground that he held the commission of a general, 
which had not been revoked. It would be every 
whit as reasonable as this. He could never forget 
the deep and universal indignation which pervaded 
the whole country on the surrender of Detroit. 
Never before or since had he witnessed anything 
like it. He agreed with his colleague that the 
judgment then pronounced by the public on the act 
had never been reversed, and probably never would 
be. 

He was still ore surprised that so respectable a 
committee as that on the Judiciary should report in 
favor of the claim. How could his pay as Gov- 
ernor be allowed, when there was, for the time, no 
such Territory as Michigan? It had, by his own 
act, becomea British Province, and remained so till 
it was re-conquered by the army under General 
Harrison. With what show, then, of justice or 
equity, could he be paid for governing a Territory 
that did not exist, and which had ceased to exist by 
his own act?’ The error of the committee consist- 
ed in supposing that the commission—the mere 
paper and wax—and not the service, gave the pay. 

ut what surprised him most of all was the fact 
that the respectable committee should report in fa- 
vor of the claim of General Hull, after having re- 
ported against that of General Jackson. His was a 
clear case. He paid the fine which had been im- 
posed for an act done in the performance of a duty 
of the last importance to the Union, and for which 
he received the thanks of the Government and the 
country; and yet, the same committee, at the same 
session, which reported against returning the 
money to General Jackson, who successfully de- 
fended New Orleans, now report in favor of allow- 
ing the pay of General Hull for governing the Ter- 
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ritory of Michigan, which he for a time lost to the 
Union by cowardice or treason! How strange that 
such unequal justice should be meted out by the 
committee to General Jackson, who terminated the 
war with glory, and General Hull, who commenced 
it with disgrace! 

Mr. BAYARD was of opinion that the com- 
mittee had not looked into the principle of con- 
trac's, which always must govern matters of con- 
tract betweea the employer and employed—whe her 
for services to the Government, or to any one else 

It was very probable that the paying officer of 
the department had paid Gen. Hull up to Febru- 
ary, merely because be saw an appropriation pro- 
vidiag for such paymeals to that period, and paid 
no regard to the question of services; and that he 
hai no further appropriation to authorize further 
payment. 

Mr. CLAYTON explained that such was not 
tne case, as the paying officer expressly ass'gus 
his reason for stopping the payment in February. 

Mr. BAYARD continued, and argued, with 
much logical acumen, that an office like that of 
Governor of a Territory is held upon the condition 
of performing the duties; and it is only on the per- 
formance of those duties that compensation can be 
due. If, therefore, the office is abandoned, the 
daties cannot be periormed, and there can be no 
claim for the compensation. 

Mr. BERRIEN reiterated his previous argu- 
menis, and maintained that the formal revocation 
of Gen. Hull’s commission, in October, 1813, was 
a recognition on the part of the Government of its 
being ull then in force; and, as it was in force, the 
emoluments to which it entitled him remained his 
due till paid. 


Mr. PRESTON was struck with the force of 
those reasons which had influenced the chairman 
of the Judiciary Commitiee, [Mr. Bernien,] and 
of the necessity for giving due time for their con- 
sideration. The discussion had already consumed 
more lime than was anlicipated.~ He would, there- 
fore, move to lay the bill on the table. 

Tbe question being then taken on laying the bi!l 
on the table, it was concurred in without a di- 
vision. 

The bill for the relief of Boyd Reily was taken 
up, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the Senate 
took up, as in committee of the whole, the bill for 
the relief of the persons residing within the re- 
puled limits of the Statesof Arkansas and Loui- 
Siana, and beyond the boundary-line between te 
United States and the Republic of Texas, as es- 
tablished by the commissioners appointed to ascer- 
tain the same. 

Mr. B. explained that the bill was merely to al- 
low those persons to retarn within the limits of the 
United Staies, with the property which they had in 
possession at the time previous to the running of 
the line, by which cause they were thrown under 
another Government. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. GRAHAM made an ineffecual effort to 
take up the bill to provide for selling the claims in 
Ficrida arising out of the military occupancy of 
that Territory; when, 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive bu iness; 
and, after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tourspay, July 12, 1842. 
Mr. ADAMS asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be request 
ed to cause to be communicated to this House, so far as may be 
compatible with the public interest, c pies of allthe correspond- 
ence between the Governments of the United States and Mexi- 
co since the appointment of the present Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United states to Mexico, 


aniof the instructions given to that Minister at and sinc: his 
depariure upon his mission; and of his despatches to this Gov 
ernment; aad particularly of any complaint of the Government 


of Mexico, alleging the toleration by the Government of the 
United States of hostile inierierence by their citizens in the 
war between Mexico and Texes, and of any answer on the 
part of this Government to such complaint. 

Also. copies of all correspondence between the Governments 
of the United States and Texas, since the last communication of 
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the President to Congress, relating to that Republic; and of 
any proclamations of the President thereof, deciaring his deter- 
mination to invade the Mexican Republic, and inviting the co. 
operation of the citizens of the United States in such intended 
invasion. And the Presidentis requested to inform this House 
whether any, and, if any, what, notice has been taken by the 


Executive of the United States of the said proclamation of the 
President of. Texas. 


Mr. PICKENS objected to the reception of the 
latter part of the resolution, and was proceeding 
to state bis reasons for so doing, when 

Mr. FILLMORE said that the resolution must 
lie over, if debate would arise. 

After some conversation between Messrs. AD- 
AMS, PICKENS, CUSHING, and the SPEAK. 
ER— 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky called for the 
reading of the resolution, and ot jecied to its recep- 
tion. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules, 
in order to have the resolution received, and called 
for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Thereupon, Mr. ANDREWS withdrew his ob- 
jection; and the first division of the resolution was 
adopied. 

Mr. ADAMS (Mr. Pickens having adhered to 
his objection to the second part of the resolution) 
then moved a suspensiva of the rules, for the pur- 
pose of receiving it. 

The House refused to suspend. 
POSTPONEMENT OF THE ACTION ON 
THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose, and said he was instruet- 
ed by the Committee of Ways and Means to move 
a postponement of the joint order (the considera- 
tion of Territorial business) for the three ensuing 
days until Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday, of 
next week. His object was to have the day for 
final action on the tariff bill deferred. 

Objection having been made by Mr. JOHN 
YOONG and oihe rx— 

Mr. FILLMORE moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Tois motion was adopted—ayes 133, noes 28. 

So the motien was received, and, upon the ques- 
tion being taken, was adopted by the House. 

Mr. FILLMORE then offered a resolution, the 
effect of which was to postpone the time appoint- 
ed for voting in committee on the amendments to 
the tariff bill, from 42 o’clock this day until 12 
o’el.ck on Friday next. The resolution also pro- 
posed to stop all general debate on the tariff bill 
to-day, and appropriate the remaining three days 
to a discussion of the details of the bill—allowing 
any member offering an amendment fifteen minutes 
to speak on i!, and any other member ten minutes 
to reply. 

Mr. ANDREWS objected to the reception of 
the resolution. 

Mr. FILI.MORE moved a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of receiving it. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked if the resolation 
would not be open to amendment, in case the rules 
were suspended? 

The SPEAKER replied ia the aflirmative. 

The rales were then suspended—ayes 120, noes 
17. 

Mr. FILLMORE, after a remark touching the 


importance of the subjeet, moved the previous 
question. 


Mr. ANDREWS cbjected to the previous ques. 
tion, because it was said, before the rules were sus- 
pexded, that the resolution would be open to 
amendment. 

The previous .question was svstained, and the 
re-olution was adopted, without a division, and after 
several attempts to Jay iton the table, and to have 
the yeas and nays recorded on its adoption. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House te- 
solved itse!f into a Commitee of the Whule on the 
sta’e of the Uncon, ard resumed the consideration 
of the tar ff bill. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, who was enmiiled to 
the floor, addresse@i the comianiitee in opposition to 
ize principles embodied in the bill. He was in- 
deced, as he suid, to do so, because he believed it 
to be his dnty to exoress what he feit to be the 
epiniens of his con-ttuents. Ale was surprived 
io see the dogmas which had beea asveried 








nits 








SS 


* 


é 
wm 


ey. 





ot oes 


EEE 


746 


ED | Se 


in the debate. It had been asserted that the duties 
proposed would fall upon no one; that they would 
noi be oppressive; that they wouid afford retiet to 
the people; and, also, that the imposition of duties 
would make arucles become cheaper. The gentic- 
man who held this last argument turced arouud 
and declared that this tariff was necessary to pro- 
tect the labor of America against the pauper labor 
of Europe. 

Some gentlemen, too, had actually asserted that 
the procucer paid the tax imposed on imports, and 
that the burdens were not bore by the consumer. 
It really seemed that they had found tae philoso- 
pher’s stune, aud a mode by which the Govern- 
ment could be supporied without taking anything 
out of the puckets of the people! These gentle- 
men, too, had appeale:! to the cotton-growers, and 
maintained tbateven they would require protec- 
tion against the competition of India. He shouid 
argue the question as if we were ail consulting the 
interests of each other. ‘The first principle he laid 
down was, that if Congress imposed duties, they 
musi be paid by some one. The $27,000 000 of du- 
tics must be paid by th? people ot the United States, 
inhabiting a great country, extending from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific, and from the Gulf of Mexico 
to the St. Jobn’s—a people with diversified occupa- 
ors, Climate, and soil. The diversified interesis 
of such a coun'ry—the shipping of Maine—manu- 
factures of Massachusetts—woo! of Vermont— 
grain and commerce of New York—the tobacco 
and numerous produe!s of the middle S:ates—the 
cotton and rice of the South—all! these, he thought, 
it would be the policy of the patriotic mind to al- 
low to pursue their own course, assigning to each 
man the pursuit which pleased him best. His 
policy would be to leave them all undisturbed, and 
afford bounties to none. 

Suppose the Government could be supported 
without Pany taxation whatever: suppose the pro 
ceeds of the sales of the public Jands would sup- 
port the Government, and no necessity existed for 
impost duties: would it not be a boon to the coun- 
try? Would it not be a blessing to have no taxes? 
He was prepared for the answer which some gen- 
tlemen would give to this question. He was 
aware that there were many who would say that, 
without taxation, the country would be ruined. 
Why so? Was there any reason for it? Could 
vot the cilizen of Massachusetts become a citi- 
zen of Mississippi, or of any other State? In this 
country, should a man failgin one occupation, or 
in one section of the coantry, he had but to go to 
another, and there invest his means. The object 
of government, as he conceived, was to give equal 
rights, privileges, and protection to all the citizens 
living underit, Interests had, however, grown up 
in this couniry, under the influence of partial 
legislation, and those interests now called for fur- 
ther bounties from the Government. 

He entered into a histery of the rise and prog- 
ress of the pretective-tariff pvlicy since the close 
of the late war with England—its augmentation 
in 1824-28, and its reduction since 1833. He 
proceeded to show that the manufacturers would 
have adequate protection, even at 20 per cent.; 
and quoted, on this head, the authority of his friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. InGeRsott,} who, 
he regretted, had made such a strange speech. He 
argued that the manufacturer of Massachusetts 
should not insist upon further bounties. 

The next point to which he wished to bring the 
attention cf the commitiee was, how this bill com- 
pares with the tariff of 1828. A gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yesterday said that was an excessive 
tariff; and so far as he (Mr. Tuompson) knew the 
voice oi bis constituents, he was enabled to say 
that he knew not one who was in favor of the pro- 
tective tariff of 1828, whether Whig or Democrat; 
for both denounced it as a bill of abominations. 
Tney were necessarily, then, opposed to the bill 
now before the committee, which had all the odious 
features of the bill of 1828—if, indeed, it was not 
more onerous and more oppressive.  Ainengs! 
other features of ihe bill, was ihe preservation of 
cash duiies. Ta 1828 there was a credit sysiem; 
and that aided and facilitated importations. But 
here it was intended to change the system in that 
respect. There migit, also, be 5 per cent. added 
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for hume vaiuauon; but ihe cash principle first de- 
manded attention. Inthe bill of 1828 there were 
also the two principles which his constituents con- 
demned—the one the minimum, and the second the 
specific duties. The minimum feature was the 
most oppressive in the bill; for 1t made the poor 
man bear unequal burdens in the support of the 
Government. 

The honorable gentleman here entered into a 
minute and detailed statement of the operation of 
the bill on cheap coltons, and complained of the 
disingenuousness of the friends ot these bills, and 
their want of candor towards the people. He next 
alluded to the article of wool, respecting which his 
statements were full and elaborate. He compared 
the bearings of the bill on the cotton-planter as 
contradistnguished from the wool-grower, and also 
from the consumer. Heexplained the opprersive na- 
ture of the cash duties, and then proceeded to com- 
went on the duties on biankets, flannels, and cotton 
bagging, aad asked if tbe hemp-grower was entitled 
lo oppress the cotton-grower? If soe, it would drive 
the collon-grower to expedients, which he specified. 
He imagived ihat this was an inducement with 
Western men to support the protective tariff; for if 
they could get protection for their hemp, they were 
wi'ling to extend it to others, for the protection ex- 
tended to them; and hence he was strengthened in 
an impression that it was to ke fastened upon the 
country by a combination of interests. 

He next alluded to the iron interest, which call. 
edfor protection, to a want of which they at- 
tributed their fatlare, when, in fac’, ii was solely 
auiributable to the bad management of their busi- 
He also controverted the position which 
had been taken by several gentlemen, that duties 
did not increase the cest to the consumer; and, af- 
ter a fuil review, he called upon the committee to 
pause ere it adopted such a bill of abominations 
as that under consideration. A tax for revenue 
alone should be laid, and nota tax which would 
surike at the commerce and destroy the industry of 
any portion of the country; for oue of the first prin- 
ciples of our Government was equal rights and 
equal privileges. And, again, in laying a tax for 
revenue to meet the expenses of the Government, 
he believed at should be laid with reference to less 
than ihe present expenditure of the General Gov- 
ernment. He believed even the expenses of Mr. 
Van Buren’s adminisiration were too great and 
tuo extravagant, and he believed they could be 
much reduced belew ihe amount proposed by the 
Cowmiitee of Ways and Meaus. In 1823 the ex- 
penses of our Government were not $10,000,000; 
and this ycar they were tu be $25 000,000, accord- 
ing to a iable which had been prepared at the other 
end of the Capitol. Since 1823 the population has 
increased seventy-five per cent.—making a total of 
about seventeen milliens; anda half and, with an 
economical adminisiration of their affairs, he be- 
lieved the siandard of 1823 might be applied to the 
present period, and, if calculated in proportion to 
the increase of population, the amount would still 
be much less than that now contemplaied. 

He condemned the distribution teature of the 
bill, but, from recent circumstances, he was enabled 
lo entertain a hope. He glanced at the project for 
the assumption of State debts; and as his time was 
neatly expired, he said he would not enter upon 
ithe other subjects which he had designed to notice. 

Mr. CARY followed, during the residue ot the 
time allowed for debate—barely twenty minutes— 
during which, be oppoted the bil!, and contended 
ihat the Government had no authority to raise tax- 
es for any other purpose than an econemical ad- 
minisuation of the Government. 

The hour cf 12 having arrived, to which time 
the general debate was limited by the resolutions 
heretofore passed, and when, by the Jast resolution, 
the commitiee was required to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the details of the bill— 

Mr. SALTONSTALL rose, and withdrew his 
metion to amend the bill by substituting for it that 
reporied by the Conimittee on Manufactures. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved aa amendment, pro- 
vicing «hat tbe bill shall go into opera'ion on the 
15th day of August next, instead ot after the 30:b 
day of June next. When the bill was framed, the 
30th day of June, inserted into it, referred to the 
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30ih of June of the present year; but, by passing 
ii after that day, it would refer to the 30th June of 
next year. 

Mr. CUSHING suggested an amendment, which 
it was very usual to insert in bills, and which, he 
said, would obviate the difficulty—and that was, 
to insert the words ‘irom and aller the passage ot 
this act.” 

Afier some remarks from Messrs. FILLMORE, 
ADAMS, and CUSHING, the amendment of the 
latter was adopted, and the amendment, as amend- 
ed, carried. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE a verbal amend- 
ment was carried, striking out the word ‘‘now,” 
and inserting the word ‘‘heretofore,” so as to read 
“the duties he:etofore imposed,” &c. 

Mr. FILLMORE then offered the following 
amendment. : 

Strike out the second article of the first section, 
and insert— 


“On coarse wool, unmanufactured, the value whereof, at 
the last port or place from whence exported to the United 
States, shall be seven cents, or under, per pound, there shall be 
levied a duty of five per centuim ad valorem: Provided, That 
when wool of diflerent qualities, of the same kind or sort, is im- 
ported in the same bale, bag, or package, and the aggregate 
value of the contents of the bale, bag, or package shall be ap- 
praised by the appraisers at a rate exceeding seven cents per 
pound, it shall be charged with a duty of nine Cents per 
pound: Provided, further, Tuat when wool of different 
qualities and different kinds or sorts, is imported in the same 
bale, bag, or package, the contents of the bale, bag, or pack- 
age shall be appraised at the value of the finest or most valua- 
ble kind or sorts of wool, and a duty charged thereon according- 
ly. Provided, also, 'Yhat it bales of different qualities are em- 
braced in the same invoice, 7! the same price, the value of the 
whole shall be appraised according to the value of the bale of 
the best quality: Provided, fuwiher, That if any wool be im- 
ported, having in it ditt or any material or impurities other 
than those naturally belonging tv the fleece, and thus to reduce 
IL in value to seven centsa pound, or under, the appraisers 
shall appraise said wool at such price as, in their opinion, it 
would have cost had it not been so mixed with such dirtor ime 
purities, and a duty shall be charged thereon in conformity 
with such appraisal: Provided, also, That wool imported in 
the skin shall be estimated, as to weight and value, as other 
wool.” 


Mr. FILLMORE observed, in explanation, that 
the commitiee, after a careful examination of the 
subject, and after hearing all persons who were in- 
terested in it, had come to the conclusion to recom- 
mend this alteration. The object of the amend- 
ment was to reduce the minimum named in the 
second article of the first section, from 8 cents to 7; 
and, secondly, to prevent the frauds which have 
been practised by introducing wool of different 
kinds in the same bale, and also to mix dirt and 
other impurities with the wool, for the purpose of 
reducing its value. Heretofore this low-priced 
wool had been admitted duty free; but this bill be- 
ing a revenue measure, it was proposed to impose 
a small duty on it. 


Mr. WISE said, if he understood the amend- 
ment, it was to add 14 per cent. on the duty on 
coarse wool provided for in the bill as originally 
reported by the committee. The bill, as it now 
stood, imposed a duty ot 5 per cent. ad valorem on 
wool not exceeding 8 cents in value; the proposi- 
tion being to put a duty of 5 per cent. on wool not 
exceeding 7 cents per pound in value; the effect of 
which was to increase the duty 14 per cent. 

After an explanation from Mr. FILLMORE, 

Mr. CUSHING moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out the words “on wool unman- 
ufactured, the value whereof at the last port or place 
from whence exported to the United States, shall ,be 
seven cents or under per pound, there shall be levied a 
duty of 5 percent. ad valorem.” His object (Mr. 
C. said) was, at a proper lime, to move that wool 
of the value of eight cents per pound, and under, 
should be admitted duty free. This description of 
wool had heretofore been imported free of daty; 
and, under the compromise act, many manufac- 
tories had sprung up, particularly in his section of 
the country, at which the coarse wool was used. 
These, he said, wou!d be materially injured, if not 
ruined altogether, if this heavy tax should be im- 
posed on coarse wool. 

After some remarks from Mr. EVEEETT in 
opposition to Mr. Cusnina’s amendment, tae ques- 
tion was taken on it, aud 1 was lost. 


Mr. SLADE inoved io amend the amendment, 
by striking out seven cents as ‘he price of the wool, 
and inserting »ix cents, and cTered a few remarks 
in support of his motion. His principal argument 
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was, that coarse wool was imported frum Bucnos 
Ayres, which could be sold cheaper than that of 
American growth. 


Mr. PICKENS said that, as this was an impor- 
tant principle, he should like to have it distincily 
settled. He was ata loss to understand whether 
this bill was intended for revenue or for the protec- 
tion of local interests. If be understood the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, we were to protectour wool- 
growers from the competition of those of Buenos 
Ayres; and he should /ike to know, if this amend- 
ment, prevailed, whether the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means was prepared with 
another amendment, increasing the duty on coarse 
woollen cloths, and other manufactures, so as to 
cover this increased duty on coarse wool? 

Mr. FILLMORE replying in the negative— 

Mr. TILLINGHAST said that he would offer 
an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. PICKENS. Well, the gentleman from 
New York will not offer it, but his friend from 
Rhide Island will; and, by this combination, a biil 
for protection was to be carried through. He 
would ask these gentlemen if they thought that the 
tax-payers of the country would be willing to stand 
like sheep, and suffer themselves to be shorn in this 
manner? 

The question was then taken, and Mr. Stape’s 
amendment was carried—ayes 85, noes 82. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN moved to strike out 
D per cent. daty on all wool costing less than 6 
cents per !b, and inserting 1 percent. He said 
there were maby manufacturers of coarse wool in 
his district, whu would be seriously injured by the 
proposed daty. Lferetofore, wools under 8 cents 
had been imported free, and the articles manutac- 
tured out of the wool were liable to a duty of 50 
per cent. Now, ihe wool costing between 6 cents 
and 8 cents a pounc—weuld be 30 percent., and the 
articles manufactured out of it be subject to but 40 
per cent,—thus giving a home protection of but 10 
per cent., and making (compared with former 
jaws) a difference against the manufacturers of 
coarse wool of 40 per cent. This was, trely, a 
strange way of protecting manufactures, or encour- 
aging home industry. He thought the argument 
had been, that it was necessary to protect Ameri- 
can Jabor—that that was what had been paralyzed; 
but now it seems the American manufacturer is to 
be sacrificed, to promote the interest of the wealthy 
sheep-grower. I[tis not the labor of man that is 
to be increased, but the growth of sheep. It had 
been said that protecting duties were necessary, in 
consequence of the low -price of labor in other 
countries; but now, it seems, itis to protect against 
he better breed or feed of animals abroad. Such 
a tariff as this, his constituents had not asked for, 
and would not thank them for. D-szguised as it 
might be, it was but a wolf in sheep's clothing; and, 
for one, he wanted no such protection, and would 
give his support to no such injurious measure. Be- 
sides, these coarse wools are manufactured into 
articles mostly used by the poorer classes. ‘To in- 
crease the price of the raw maierial, would raise, 
necessarily, the price of the manufactured articles, 
if the manufacturer continued to make them; and 
thus the class of laborers, manufacturers, mechan- 
ics, and others, would be oppressed, instead of re- 
lieved. “And, instead of a measure equitably to raise 
revenue it seemed to him to be too much the char- 
aci*r of the whole bill to aid the large manufactur- 
ing capitalist aad the procucer of the raw mate- 
rial, ai che expense of the smalier manufaciurers, 
mechanics, and Jaborers. And it would have to be 
materially changed, to get his support. 

Mr. CUSHING moved to strike out 5, and in- 
sert 2 per cent., as the duty on unmanufaciured 
wook not excteding in value 8 cents per pound. 
Rejected, after some debate between Messrs. 
CUSHING and FILLMORE. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Fittmors,] by striking out the amendment, 
and inserting “ on all anmaoufaciured woo', 20 
per cent. ad valorem.” [Ele said that he was not 
in favor of giving protection to the growers of 
woof, or the manufacturers of wool; he was not in 
favor of protection to any interest, other than that 
whieh arose from dutics laid solely and only for 


|| revenue. He proposed the 20 per cent. ad valorem, 











decause he believed it would produce more rev- 
enue: this might increase the duties on coarse 
wool, and would diminish it on that of a finer 
quality. He did not look to these things; be looked 
to the revenue. In addition to this, it would di- 
minish the difficulties experienced by our cu-tom- 
house officers in the collection of the revenue. He 
hoped the amendment would be adopted, and be 
carried cut through the bill—dispensing with the 
misimum principle adopted in it, and getting rid, 
at the came time, of the controversies which we 
how Witness between the wocl-grower and the 
manufacturer of wool; the one wishing an in- 
creased duty on the raw wool; the other resisting 
that increase, unless a corresponding increase 
should be given to the manutacturer; and both dis- 
regarding the interest of the great body of the peo- 
ple—the consumers. He expressed his dissatistac- 
tion at the course of the Committee of Ways and 
Meaus, or its chairman. ‘The bili had been long 
printed and on our tables; an amendment is now 
offered, essentially changing a material and im- 
portant part of the bill, that we could not have 
printed, but must guess at its provisions, as it is 
read at the Clerk’s table. He thought the cbair- 
man should have given notice to the committee, 
and had his amendments printed. 

This amendment was rejecied. 

Further unsuccessful propositions to amend the 
amendment were offered by Messrs. KING, AR- 
NOLD, and SLADE. 

Mr. EVERETT offered an amendment, to the 
effect that, on all unmanufactured wool, the duty 
shall be assessed on its value at the place where 
entered; and that the said duties shall be at the fol- 
jowing rates, to wil: On all wool under 30 cents 
per pound, 10 cents per pound; on all wool over 
30 and under 50 cents, 15 cents per pound; and 
on al! wool of 50 cents and upwards, 20 cents per 
pound. He entered into some explanations to 
enforce bis amendment on the attention of thejcom- 
mittee, and said, amongst other things, that he of- 
ered it to test the sense of the House on the sub- 
ject of foreign valuation. 

Mr. FILLMOREexpressed the surprise which he 
had felt on listening to these amendments, after such 
duties had. been proposed as ought to be sati-fac- 
tory to the wool-growers; but he was much more 
surprised to find that gentlemen were desirous to 
append amendments to the bill which would be en- 
tirely prohibitory 

Alter some observations from Mr. CUSHING, 
Mr. EVERETT, and others, the first part of the 
amendment—ihat relating to foreign ; valuation, 
which was acted on separately—was negatived. 

Mr. EVERETT withdrew the second part of the 
amendment, and offered, in jieu thereof, an amend- 
ment to the effect that all such wool should be as- 
sessed on its value al the place of exportation; the 
duties specified in his amendment he withdrew. 

This was explained by Mr. EVERETT; and, 
afler some observations from Mr. CUSHING, the 
amendment was negatived. 

Mr. SMITH et Virginia moved to strike out 
9 cents and insert 4 cents. He said it was evident 
that the attempt was made to see how much could 
be made out of the country by the imposition of 
this duty, for the benefit of this one interest, and 
not witha view to revenue. He went on to con- 
tend that, if high duties were imposed, they would 
go for the benefit of the wool-grower, on whom 
no burdeas were imposed for the support of the 
Government. They were like the landholders of 
England. England had been taxed for the wars in 
which she had been engaged; and, under the most 
oppressive system to the rest of that nation, the 
landholders had grown rich. Now, it was contrary 
to the genius of our Government to adopt such a 
system as this. 

The smendment was negatived. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT wished to offer a proposition 
to s rike out the specific daty of nine cents, and to 
insert twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. He said 
they were now ona partof the bill on which they 
should decide the principle which his amendment 
was designed to test, and which would govern every 
subsequent section of this act. If the doctiine of 
specific duties was to be adopted on articles of all 
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values, they might as well adopt a minimum prin- 
ciple at once, and carry it through the bill. He 
thought the people of this ceuntry would not agree 
with a gentleman from Pennsylvania that taxation 
was a genial influence, and he wished to reduce it 
as much as possible. He wished to go further, and 
to decide whether they were to carry out the spirit 
of the compromise act of 1833, or to repeal it. The 
father of that act had frequently said, in debate, 
suflicient to induce the belief that the compromise 
act was held up as a kind of bible, or holy instra- 
meni; and he (Mr. Roosevetr) hoped the gentle- 
men who held that statesman in so much esteem 
would now show whether they so regarded it. 

He went into some Siaiements to show that 
there ought to be expecied an increase of imports; 
and that safficient revenue would te received un- 
der the system which he now proposed, for all the 
purposes of an economical Government, 

Mr. ALLEN replied. 

The amendment was then negalived. 

Mr. HILAND HALL moved to amend the 
amendment, by striking out the first clause of the 
amendment, and inserting the words “on all un- 
manufactured wool, a duty of 4 cents per pound, 
and 26 cents ad valorem.” 

Af.er some remarks from Mr. FILLMORE, 
this motion was rejected. 


Mr. SAMSON MASON moved to strike out 
nine cents per pound, and insert 30 per cent. ad 
valorem, and addressed the committee in support of 
the amendment; and, aiter some remarks from Mr. 
LINN, the amendment wes agreed to. 

The question was then put on Mr, Fittmore’s 
amendment as amended; and it was agreed to. 

The next clause imposes a duty of 40 per cent. 
on ali manufactures of wool, or of which wool shall 
be a compunent part, with certain exceptions. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL moved tostr ike 
out “hosiery” from the exceptions, so as to impose 
a duty of 40 per cent. on that article. 

Mr. FILLMORE opposed the motion, on the 
ground that the article being so light, smuggling 
would render the amendment ineffectual; and, 

Afier some remarks trom Mr. INGERSOLL in 
reply, the question was taken on the motion, and it 
was rejecied. 

Mr. CUSHING isoved to amend the same 
clause by striking out 40 per cent., and inserting a 
duty of 75 cents a square yard; and addressed the 
committee in support of the motion. His princi- 
pal object was to protect the revenue, by prevent- 
ing smuggling. 

Afier some remarks from Mr. FILLMORE in 
opposition to the amendment, 

Mr. COOPER ef Georgia moved to amend the 
amendment of Mr. Cusuina, by striking out 75 
cents the square yard, and inserting2 0 per cent. 
ad valorem. Mr. Cooper said the bill proposed to 
allow fine cloths to come in ona duty of 10 per 
cent., while coarse cloths were made to pay 40 per 
cent. 

After a short colloquy between Messrs. COOP- 
ER and FILLMORE, the question was taken, and 
his motion was rejected. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST moved to amend the 
amendment by inserting 30 per cent. ad valorem, 
and 25 cents per square yard. The amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved that the committee rise; 
which motion was carried. 

Several bills from the Senate were taken up 
and read the first and second times, and appropri- 
ately referred; after which, 

The House adjourned 


IN SENATE. 
Wenonespay, July 13, 1842. 


Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from citizens 
of Maine, asking Congress to impose a duty on all 
woods imported into the United States, excep: dye- 
wocds: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which had becn referred House bills entitled “An 
act for the relief of Catharine W. Calender,” and 
“An act granting Sally Pratt the benefits of the act 
ot the 7:n Joly, 1338,” reported the same back 
without amendment, and with reports adverse to 


bs? 


os ae 


aoe 


whe 








thei: pasiage,; which were ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble, aud be printed. 

Oa motion of Mr. WALKER, the report from 
the State Depsr'ment covering the proceediogs of 
the commissicn on the claims of American citi- 
zens against the Government of Mexico, was re- 
ferred to the Comimi tee on Foreign Relations. 

The resolution submitted on yesterday by Mr. 
Woopecay, was 'aken up, read, and adopted, as 
follows: 


“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
report to the Senate where the public money has been deposited 
for safe-keeping since the repeal of the independent treasury 
by whom the depositories have been selected; the changes, uf 
aay, which have been made in them since, with the reasons 
therefor, and under what regulations and securities it is placed 
with thein when received from loans and treasury notes, as 


well as from duties, lands, end other sources; and to accom 
pany this information with a list the present depositories, 
and the amount of money im cach, by the past returns.” 


Mr. CONRAD, on leave, introduced a bill to 
regulate the chancery practice in the courts of the 
United States in the State of Louisiana; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved the Senate to take up 
the bill for the relief of the heirs of Captain De 
Treville; but the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD mcevrd the Senate to take up the 
bill to repave and repair a portion of Pennsylvania 
avenue; but the mouon was disagreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and afer some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepwespay, July 13, 1842. 

Mr. WOOD presented, under the rule, the peti- 
tion of citizens of the city of New York, praying 
Congress to pass laws by which navy agenis may 
be obliged to advertise jor proposals and estimates 
for supplying the naval stations with beet and vege- 
tables. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to reconsider the 
following resolution, adopted yesterday evening, oa 
the motion of Mr. UnpERwoop: 

“ Resolved, That se much of the resolution heretofore adopt 
ed by the House us relates to the public stables, and the supply 
of herses and mail-carts, shall go into operation from and after 
the close of the present session of Congress, so far as it operates 
on John Lee.” 

A question arose as to the right of Mr. Jonnson 
to make the motion, he not having voted with the 
majority. 

Mr. BOWNE of New York stated that he had 
voted with the majority, and moved the reconsider- 
ation. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said that the effect of the 
resolution was to suspend, until the close of the 
present session, a part of the retreachment resolu- 
tion adopted in the early partot the session. Prior 
to that tuma, he believed the keeper of the stables 
was paid two dollars per day, had the use of the 
public stables, and was paid one doiler and fifty 
cents per day for ihe use of each horse, besides 
transportation of boxes, &2., to the rooms of mem- 
bers. The Retrenchmeni Committee direcied the 
transportation of the mail, and other things and 
horses for the use of the House, to be engaged by 
the postmasier of the House. He believed ihe 
same man had been employed, and was now paid 
one doilar and fifty cenis per day each for the use 
of five or six horses kept in ihe pubjic stables. 
The resolu'ion now proposes to give him two dul- 
lars per day, from tbe time of the passage of the 
former resolulion to the end of the present session; 
which, he supposed, would be between four and 
five hundred dollars more than he would be enti- 
tled to under his coutract with the postmaster. 
This ke unders:ood to be the case; but he hed 
moved the reconsideration in conseqnence of the 
conrse of condse! of the gentleman who at that 
time eeenpied the chair, [Mr. Brices] When the 
resolution was in roduced, end read at the Clerk’: 
tabie for the imtormation «f the House, he arose 
in his place, and addressed the presiding officer a! 
the top of his voice; bui be [\be cheirmar ] proceeded 
without listening to the oh) clion he (Mr. J ) wished 
to make, and put the question, and passed ihe resolu- 
tion, without giving any opportunity for objection, 
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undersiandivg the resviviion. Mr. 
J. was proceeciag to comment on the course of the 
presiding officer, when 

Mr. CUSHING rose to a question of order— 
whether it Was proper to go intu such am ¢xamina- 
ion on the question of recon:ideration? 

Mr. JOHNSON said he did not wish unnecessa- 
rily to occupy the time of the Hfouse, and would 
move the previous question. 

The previous question having been seconded 
and the main question ordered, the main question 
on the reconsideration was taken by yeas and 
nays; resulting in—yeas 79, nays 70. 

The question then coming up cn the adoption of 
the resolution, 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays, which were accordingly ordered; and, on 
t> king the queation, the yeas were 78, anc the nays 
70. 

So the resoiution was adopted. 

Mr. BARNARD, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, without amendment, the bill 
from the Senate to provide further remedial justice 
in the courts of the United States; and gave notice 
that he should call it up as soon as the tariff bill 
should be disposed of. 

Mr. ADAMS called up the reso\ution offered by 
him yesterday, calling for any correspondence that 
may have taken place between the Government of 
the United States and the Republics of Mexico 
and Texas, &c.; which was laid overon notice of 
debate. 

Mr. PICKENS hoped the gentleman would not 
press it at this time. He thought the resolution 
was premature and unnecessary, and should Jike 
to hear some member of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations on the subject. 

Afier some conversation 
ADAMS and PICKENS, 

Mr CUSHING moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the stat2 of 
the Union. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, resulted in yeas 99, nays 74. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mc- 
Kennan of Pennsylvania in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Before the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole took his seat, Mr. MORGAN gave notice 
of his iniention to move a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the resolution for taking the tariff bill 
out of committee cn Friday at 12 o’clock was 
adopicd. 

DETAILS OF THE TARIFF BILL. 

The committee resumed the consideration of the 
items of the tariff bill. 

Tie 4th item of the lst section imposed a duty 
of sixty-five cents per square yard on Wilton, treble 
ingrained, Saxony, and Aubusson carpets and car- 
petings. 

Mr. CUSHING moved, inasmuch as the duty 
had been increased on wool, to strike oul strly-five, 
aud iusert seventy-five ceuts per square yard. 

Mr. SMI’H of Virginia said that he found, by 
reference to the tables printed by o:der of the 
House, ihat tne duty on these articles was, by the 
tariff of 1824, fifty cents per square yard; tariff of 
1828, seventy cCeuts; tariff of 1832, sixty-three 
cen's; and the duty proposed to be Ja:d on the same 
arcucies by the Committee on Manutactures, was 
only fifty cents. Now, said be, here is a bill pro- 
fessing merely to be for ihe purpose of raising rev- 
enue, which propoes abigher duty than that with 
watch the Committee on Manufactures was saiis- 
fied. But the gentleman trom Massachusetts [ Mr. 
CusuHinG] bad given as a reason for a hgh race of 
duty, that the du y on wool had beem increascd 
True, but he undersiced that the price cof wool 
had fallen, and the duty was not such as to make 
a difference serious y aff-cting the intercsts ef the 
mannlacturers «f carpe g. Le tusted that the 
Howse weuld look io the interests of the ccouotiy, 
and not suffer any such injustice to be done as was 
proposed by this mercase o! du y. 

‘ihe question was taken on 
amendment, sod It was rejected, 

Mr. SMis Hof Virgmia then moved to ieduce 
the duty from 65 to 50 cen's, which was the rate 
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proposed by the Committee on Manufactures. He 
thought that if that committee were satisfied with 
this rate, surely the Committee of Ways and Means 
should be. 

Mr. FILLMORE replied, and said that the ob- 
ject of the high rate was io raise revenue. The 
articles were not made in this country, and, there- 
fore, a high duty might be imposed with good 
effect. 

The committee refused to concur in Mr. Smits’s 
amendment 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to increase the duty on 
woollen blankets (other than those under 75 cents 
in valuc) from 25 to 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Agreed to. 

Mr. READ moved to strike out the ad valorem 
duty, and insert a specific duty of $2 on each; and 
also to include “woollen shawls.” Rejected. 

Mr. CUSHING moved to increase the duty on 
the cheaper kind of blankets (i. e. those under 75 
cents in value at the place where imported) from 
15 to 20 per cent. 

Mr. FILLMORE said the duty was already as 
high as the article would bear. The amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. HABERSHAM moved to reduce the duty 
on the same article to 5 per cent. Rejected. 

Mr. READ moved to increase the duty to 30 per 
cent. Rejecied. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the duty on 
woollen and worsted yarn was increased to 30 per 
cent. 

The 8th item provided ‘on woollen or worsted 
mitts, gloves, caps, and bindings, and on woollen or 
worsted hosiery—that is to say, siockings, socks, 
drawers, shirts, &c., made on frames, a duty of 
25 per cent.” 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to increase the daty on 
those articles to 30 percent. He did so, he said, 
for the benefit of the old women of the country, 
who made those articles. Adopted. 

Mr. BARNARD made an ineffectual motion to 
have the duty on “shirts and drawers” increased to 
50 per cent. 

Mr. EVERETT offered an amendment provi- 
ding that all duties should be assessed on the value 
of the goods at the port where entered. He said 
when the bill got into the House, he should en- 
deavor to get a vote by yeas and nays on this 
amendment. Much had been said about the com- 
promise act, and he wished to see who woald abide 
by it in this respect. 

Mr. FILLMORE said the mode of assessing the 
duties was provided for in a subsequent section of 
the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia said he was surprised 
that the gentleman from Vermont {[Mr. Everett} 
should appea! to others to sustain the compromise 
act, when he himself was so anxious for its viola- 
tion. The gentleman, he thought, had better set 
an example, before he appealed to others. 

Mr. Everetr’s amendment was rejected. 

Oa motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the duty on 
“thread laces and inserting” was raised from 124 
to 15 per cent. ad valorem, after an ineffectual 
effort by Mr. J. R. Incersout to keep it down. 

Mr. HABERSHAM moved to reduce the duty 
on ready-made clothing from 50 to 40 per cent. 
Rejected. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the duty on gold 
and silver embroidery, &¢., was increased from 
124 to 15 per cent, 

Mr. HABERSHAM moved to reduce the duty 
on “clothing finished, in whole or in part embroi- 
dered in gold or silver,” {rom 50 to 40 per cent. 
Rejected. 

The second section being under consideration, 

Mr. HOLMES moved an amendment to the 
second clause of that section. The section pro- 
pored to fix certain specific duties on cotton and 
co!ton goods, in which there was incorporated a 
provivo “ihat all mavuu'actares of cotton, or of 
wbica colon shall be a component part, not dyed, 
colored, printed, or stained, not exceeding in value 
twenty cents per square yaré, spall be valued at 
tweu'y cents per square yard. He proposed to 


reduce the +s: “20 per cent.” to “10 per cent.” 
Mr. FILLMORE explaine’, that, as it stood in 
the bill, it was a reduction fre a 30 to 20 per cent. 
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The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT moved to strike out the por- 
tion of the clause which make exception of cotton 
twist, yarn, and thread, and the provise part of 
which Mr. Houtmes moved to amend. His object 
was to limit the paragraph to the following words: 
“On all manufactures of cotton, or of which cot- 
ton shall be a component part, no! otherwise speci- 
fied, a duty of 30 per centum ad valorem.” 

He desired to lay a duty which should not be 
deceptive to the people. He was opposed toa 
nominal duty of 30 per cent., when, in fact, in 
many cases, the duty was 100 per cent. 

Mr. FILLMORE desired to submit an amend- 
ment, before the question was taken on the motion 
of the gentleman from the city of New York. He 
proposed to strike out the words “and if exceeding 
in value 20, and not exceeding in value 25 cents 
per square yard, shall be valued at 25 cents per 
square yard.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FILLMORE then said he was instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to move an- 
other amendment. The proviso contained the fol- 
lowing words: “Excepting velvets, cords, mole- 
skins, fustians, buffalo cloths, or goods manufac- 
tured by napping or raising, cutting or shearing, 
not exceeding in value 50 cents the square yard, 
which shall be valued at 50) cents per square yard.” 
The figures 50 he proposed to reduce to 25; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT then called for tellers on his 
motion to strike out the proviso as amended; and 
Messrs. BoarpmMan and A. V. Brown were 
appointed; and they reported 56 in the affirmative, 
and 85 in the negative. The motion was, there- 
fore, lost. 


Mr. GWIWN proposed to strike out “three cents,” 
and insert twenty per cent. ad valorem. He 
wished, before he proceeded to make the remarks 
which he intended on his motion, to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means a 
question. Upon whose application was this duty 
of three cents a pound on unmanufactured coiton 
inserted in the bill? 

Mr. FILLMORE answered that no one had 
asked for the duty. No application had been 
made to the committee on the subject. 

Mr. GWIWN said this was just what he expected 
to hear. In this—a revenue bill that purpcried, by 
its title, to lay duties to raise revenue—a duty is 
laid upon an article that will inevitably act as a 
prohibitory duty, if there was a prospect of there 
ever being cotton imported into the country to be 
taxed. Sir, (said Mr. G.,) this bill states a false- 
hood on its face. It purports to raise revenue; 
and here, at least, if not in many other in- 
stances, the duty, if it operates at all, will pro- 
hibit the introduction of the article upon which 
a duty is proposed to be levied. He said it 
was well known why this duty was inserted 
in the bill—it was to trap Sou'hern members. 
If they moved to strike it out, they were to be 
charged with neglecting the interests of their constitu- 
ents; if they failed to make such a motion, in their 
opposition to duties proposed in other paris of the 
bill, they were to be taunted for their silence, 
when this pertion of the bill was acted on im- 
posing a tax upon cotton imported into the coun- 
ury. He was willing to meet the issue. 

He proposed the twenty per cent., not because 
the colton-growers needed any protection, or that 
this would afford them any protection; but because 
he thought this rate of duty sufficient to meet all 
the wants of the Government, it levied upon all 
of our imports except gold and silver; and he 
merely proposed this as the standard beyond which 
he would not go Except for home valuation on 
some articles, he might compromise with a daty of 
five percent. If any gentleman thought this af- 
forded the least protection to the cotion-growers, 
and would propose a lower sum, he would vote for 
it. Hesimply proposed it for a revenue measure— 
not that he expected a revenug from it; for there 
bad not been (with, perhaps, the exception of some 
importations from ‘Texas in 1841) any importation 
of cotton for years past. Some gentlemen had told 
bim this section had been introduced into the bill as 
a hoax. He was not disposed to let it be played 















outzsa hoax. Not a cotton-grower in the Uni'ed 
States had asked for the duty, and he believed not 
a cotton-grower would object to its being stricken 
outentirely. [Several voices: * Then move to strike 
it out.”’} 

Mr. G. said he had made the motion he in- 
tended, to show that, if it was a hoax, he, at least, 
Was not a party to ii; and let those who were so 
vociferous for striking out the duty, make the mo- 
tion. They were the enemies of the cctton- 
growers, and let them make the move. For 
one, he did not object to it. He wanted no pro- 
tection for coiton—protection against foreign 
nations, aod especially India cotton. We can 
compete, and successfully, too, with India in the 
home market of Eng'and. Need we fear her here? 
He hoped the amendment would be adopted, to 
add somewhat to the truthful appearance of the 
title of the bill. He hoped it would be improved 
in a similar respect in other portions of it. 

Mr. FILLMORE called for tellers, and Messrs. 
Caapman and Cowen were appointed; and they 
reported 76 in the affirmative, and 63 in the nega- 
tive. The amendment was therefore agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia moved to strike out 
the proviso of the second clause, which Mr. 
RoosEVELT had moved to strike out with some 
other matter. ; 

Mr. CUSHING opposed the proposition, and 
h> made some remarks thereon. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST moved to amend the 34 
article of the 2d section, by striking out the daty of 
25 per cent. ad valorem on cotton spools, and in- 
serting a duty of 12 cents per dozen spo ls; and if 
above that, a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

This amendment was rejected. 


Mr. RHETT moved to strike out the following 
minimums in this clause: 

Provided, That all manufactures of cotton, or of which cot- 
ton shall be a component part, not dyed, colored, printed, or 
stained, not exceeding in value twenty cents per square yard, 
shall be valued at twenty cents per square yard; and if exceed- 
ing in value twenty, and not exceeding in value 25 cents per 
square yard, shall be valued at 25 cents per square yard; and if 
dyed, colored, printed or stained, in whole or in part, not ex- 
ceeding in value thirty cents the square yard, shall be valued at 
thirty cents per square yard, excepting velvets, cords, mole- 
skins, fustians, buffalo cloths, or goods manufactured by nap- 
ping or raising, cutting or shearing, not exceeding in value 50 
cents the square yard, which shall be valued at 50 cents per 
square yard, and duty be paid thereon accordingly. 

Mr. R. said he made the motion with no hope of 
i's prevailing, but merely for the purpose of afford- 
ing him an opportunity of saying a few words as 
to the minimum principle. He objected to it, be- 
cause it was deceptive, and disguised the tax from 
the people. It provides that an article costing 
over six cents, and under twenty cents, shall be 
considered as worth twenty cents; and on that false 
estimate it assesses a tax of twenty per cent. 
Now, it begins by asserting a falsehood; and, in- 
stead of twenty per cent. on the cheaper articles, 
it levies double and quadruple that amouat. It 
also laid the taxes heaviest on the cheaper articles, 
which fall into the consamption of the many. It 
is thus based on a falsehood: it is deceptive in its 
operation, 2nd undjust in its exactions, falling 
heaviest on those least able to pay. Mr. R. said 
he was for asserting the truth in legis!ation—bring- 
ing the tax as nearly as possible to the intelligence 
of the people, and equalizing its burdens. He ob- 
jected, also, to specific duties, because they did 
not vary with the price of the article, but remainea 
the same on the article when low as when high. 
Thus, when articles were cheapened by competi- 
tion, or any other cause, and thus came within the 
range of the consumption of the poor, the specific 
duty kept up the price, and increased the tax. For 
instance: sappose a specific duty of five cents is 
laid on a yardof eloth worth fifteen; this will be 
thirty-three and a third percen'.; bat if the clota 
falls to ten cents, the tax will be fifty per cent.; and 
if to five, the tax will be one hundred per cent. 
Mr. R. said, in his opinion, instead of the tax 
being accumulated as the articles cheapen, and 
fa'linto the consumption of these least able to 
pay the tax, the tax ought to be lessened. He was 
in favor of the ad valorem principle of taxation, 
becan-e it was what il pro’essed to be: it was in- 
telligible, and varied and fell with ihe price of the 
article. There may be a few articles that it would 


be inconvenient to apply it to, but it was the right 
principle. The only objection was, that it was 
open te fraud, by unfair invoices; but this could be 
avoided by legislation. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. Cusnina] said that he wished the 
bill to be so framed as to secure stability. Perma- 
nency was what he wanted for the benefit of manu- 
factures. Is it possible that gentlemen could hope 
for any s‘abili'y under this bill? Mr. R. warned 
the House that this bill would never be submitted 
to by the country. It was, in the opinion of bis 
people, unjast, partial, and unconstitutional. It 
was a law passed by a particular interest for their 
benefit. The many whom it oppressed would 
sponge it out, from the first word to the last; nor 
would they rest until the principle on which it was 
based was extirpated in the legislation of this 
Government. 

On taking the question, Mr. Ruerr’s amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to amend in section 3d, 
Ist clause, by striking out the ad valorem duties 
on manufactured silks, and inserting a duty of 
$2 50 per pound. 

Mr. CUSHING moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by reducing the duty to $2 a pound, which 
he said would make the duty about equal to 20 
percent. A higher duty, he thought, would lead 
io smuggling; and it was, therefore, idle to attempt 
to levy duties that could not be collected. A high 
duty would also operate prejudicially against a 
class of importations that it was the daty of the 
United Siates to encourage, coming as it did from 
France, our ancient ally, with whom it was our 
interest, as well as our inclination, to cultivate the 
most friendly relations. He thought that a rate of 
duty as high av 20 per cent. was as far as they 
should go in taxing this article. 

Mr. FILLMORE observed that this was a rev- 
enue measure; and therefore silks, which were ar- 
ticles of luxury, were the most properto levy a 
high duty on. They should be taxed as ‘high as 
could be done without causing prohibition. 

Mr. Cusuine’s amendment to the amendment 
was then rejected without a division, 

Mr. McKEON moved to strike out the provision 
reguiating the duty by weight. He said that he 
had learned from an experienced manufacturer 
that the coarsest silks were the heaviest. The finest 
sik underwent a course of purification which 
materially lessened its weight. There would be 
great injustice in putting a higher tax on the 
coarser article. 

On taking the question, Mr. McKeon’s amend- 
ment was rejected; and 

The amendment of Mr. Fittmore was carried 
without a division. 

Mr. JOS. R. INGERSOLL moved to strike out 
the ad valorem duty of 30 per cent. on silk um- 
brellas, parasols, and sun-shades, and insert, in 
lieu thereof, a specific duty of $1 50; which, af- 
ter a brief explanation from Mr. I., was rejected. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to strike out “thirty-five 
dollars” in the 41st line, so as to make the duty on 
all Manilla and India hemp and grasses twenty- 
five dollars per ton; and to reduce the duty or co- 
dilla, or tow of flax, to twenty dollars per ton, in- 
siead of twenty-five dollars: carried. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to strike out, in the 
fifty-fourth line, “nine cents,” and insert seven cents 
—being the duty on sail duck : carried. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to reduce the duty on 
unmannfactured flax from forty dollars to twenty 
dollars per ton. 

Mr. CUSHING moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out the whole clause, +o as to 
make the article duty free. 

On taking the question, Mr. Cusnine’s motion 
wes rejected, and then 

Mr. Fiutmore’s motion was adopted. 

Mr. McKEON moved Wu amend the section by 
educing the rate of duty on cordage, tarred and 
untarred, twine and seines. 

fir. McK. remarked that he had heard much, 
during the general discussion on this bill, that it 
was inten'ed to share benefits equa'ly amongst all 
interests in the country. The duties which be pro- 


posed to reduce would, if permitied to stand a: 
they were reported in the bil, operate most op- 
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pressively on the navigating interests of the coun- 
iry. Our merchants could not fit out vessels with- 
out a heavy tax being incurred. He wished to al- 
low our fishermen, and our sea-faring men, to pur- 
chase their articles without an oppressive burden 
onthem. They already suffered enough in the 
dangerous and hazardous business they were en- 
gaged in, without being taxed for the benefit of the 
manufacturing interesis. By reducing the dety, 
we should obtain more revenue, and, he believed, 
the fishermen and sailors generally would have not 
only a cheaper, but a beiter article than they now 
have. 

Mr. SHIELDS moved to strike out, in line 53, 
“5 cents per square yard,” being the duty on cotton 
bagging, gunny cloth, &«., awd insert 20 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. S., in support of this amendment, made an 
estimate of the annual amount of the cotton crop, 
and the quantity of bagging used in packing it, (be- 
ing about eleven millions of square yards,) for the 
purpose of showing how oppressive the duty would 
be. A duty of 5 cents the square yard would be 
nearly 100 per cent. on the East India gnnny cloth, 
which came cheap, and answered as well as cotton 
bagging, and was now principally used in his sec- 
tion of the country. ‘This duty would amount to a 
prohibition of the article. 


Mr. FILLMORE replied to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Saienps,| and 
stated that the daty proposed was only equal to 
about 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr.GWIN moved to amend the amendment, by 
striking ont 20 per cent., and inserting 25 per cent. 
He said he did so for the purpose of testing the 
sincerity of the declaration that 25 per cent. would 
be a sufficient duty. If it was, he saw no reasen 
why it should not be inserted, instead of 5 cents 
pet square yard. 

[This was aceepted by Mr. Saizups.]} 

Mr. G. DAVIS replied, and argued, during his 
ten minutes, in favor of protection to bagging, 
gunny cloth, &c. 

The amendment was rejecte|—ayes 34, noes 89, 

Mr. GAMBLE then moved to strike out ‘5 cents 
per square yard,’’as the duty on the same article of 
cotton bagging, and insert 34 cents. 

Mr. GWIN moved to amend this amendment, 
by striking out 32 and inserting 2 cents. He said 
that the people of Mississippi had to pay a heavy 
tax upon all the bagging with which they pacired 
up their cotton—75 cents on cvery bale. They 
derived this bagging from the State of Kentucky, 
which, out of the 450,600 bales of cotton annua!ly 
made in Mississippi, only consumed abou 5,000, at 
most. 

Mr.MARSHALLof Kentucky said: Tae chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means has already 
explained that this duty of five per cent. on cotton 
bagging and gunny cloth was fjaid simply with 
reference to revenue. He ha: ihat this 
specific duty, if estimated as an ad valorem duty 
upon the present price of the foreign ar- 
ticles, is below the average duties imposed by 
this bill, with a view to revenne alone. The 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Gamee,] in 
favor of his amendment, contends that this duty 
of five cents is higher than the daty impored prior 
to 1832, which he considers as the hizbest standard 
even of a protective duty, and moves to reduce it 
to that standard—three and a half cents per square 
yard, A duty of any particular date can, of tisel!, 
form no standard, rule, or reason, for present le- 
gislation. Circumstances may so have altered as 
to require a readjustment of the actual amount of 
duty, in order to preserve your principle, and in- 
sure your object, whether that principle and object 
be protection or revenve. The gentleman shows 
and argues that there has been a great chance of 
circumstances since the year 1852, He shows that 
by the improvement of machinery, and other 
causes, there has been a fal! in the real price 


stated 


of foreign bagging abroad—that is, the Sco!ch 
manufacturer can produce the article at an equal 
profit, and ata less cost to himself now, than then. 
In addition to this, the gunny cloth, which is an 
India fabric, brought into vse since that date, has 
been fount well adapted to the purpose of cot 
ton bagging, and comes in as a rival 'o the Dundee 
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bagginge—thus tending, by the increased supply, 
still farther to reduce the price. Now, sir, sup- 
pose we agree on these facts; and I am willing to 
agree to tuem with the gentleman. Dothey furnisha 
ground for increasing or diminishing the duty, upon 
the principle that we legislate for revenue alone? 
I assume, or rather acmi!, for the present, that the 
colton-planter of the South is the consamer of this 
article, and that the whole amount of the duty is 
added to the price, an’! paid by bim. How stands 
the argument for revenue? In 1832, the cost of 
the article in Scotland was fifteen cents per square 
yard; in 1842, from the causes heretofore enu- 
merated, ithas falien to thirteen cents. I state 
these prices merely for illustration. Now, in 1832, 
a duty of three cents raises the article to eighteen 
cents per yard to the consumer; and, in 1842, a 
duty of five cents only raises it to eighteen cents; 
so that the difference of two cents is saved to the 
revenue, without increasing the burdens of the 
consumer between the two pericds, Nor can the 
duty, considered as a protection, raise the domestic 
article higher than the foreign, or in a greater ratio 
than three cents did in the former state of circum- 
stances. If the domestic manufacture has not 
been improved, by the same means which 
have diminished the real cost of the produe- 


lion abroad, the increased duty does not ope- 
rate as a protection to the extent of the in- 
crease. Suppese the actual cost of the produc- 


tion of American bagging to be the same in 1842 
as in 1832:—it is evident that the five cents 
now is no greater protection than the three cents 
then; eighteen cents being the price of its rival in 
both periods. If, on the other hand, the same im- 
provement has taken place here, the American 
manufacture is aided to the whole extent of the 
duty in the market. The two cents additional rev- 
enue upon al! foreign bagging imported goes into 
the treasury; and the American consumer pays for 
his article just what he did before. Surely, sir, 
upon the mere question of what duty a particular 
article will bear for the purposes of revenue, the 
fall in the article abroad (the demand at home con- 
tinuing) will enable the financier to increase his im- 
post, without increasing the burden of the domestic 


consumer. But Mr. Speaker, in adjusting the 
revenue, there is nothing in the compromise 
act, nor in the President’s message, which 


prohibits us from having an eye to the protection 
of American products. And why, may I inquire— 
why should not hemp be protected within the limits 
allowed by those two high authoritics? This bas 
been said here to be not a national, but a local in- 
teres'; not an American, but a Kentucky interest; 
an ¢ffort to make the cotion planter pay to the bag- 
gino-maker just so much more, by the strong arm 
of Government, than the natural condition of com- 
meree and the market would enable him to pro- 
cure it at. This is the old question, and I have not 
time to go into it. IT would remark, however, that 
there are extensive regions in the West fitted for 
the production of hemp; ample, if brought into cul- 
tivation, to supply the whole demand of the cotton 
regions fer bagging. 

This bill is not inattentive to Southern interests 
whenever they can come within the protective 
principle. Take sugar, for example. Now the 
sugar region is confined in its extent; and dees not, 
and cannot, supply the whole American demand. 
The protection afforded to it cannot terminate in 
the manner to which the protective policy looks 
by its principle, to wit: the supply of domestic 
consumption, by domestic preduc!; and the conse- 
quént ultimate fall of the protected articles them- 
selves to the natural price by domestic competi- 
tion. Yet sugaris protected bya duty of 50 per 
cent. in this bill. ‘This might be considered a 
local interest. Kentucky, Indiana, Hlinois, Mis- 


souri, and more extensive regions still, are 
fitted to the prodaction of hemp, sufficient 
for the whole hational supply. That which 


can be made to supply the national demand, 
i: surely a national interest. Cotton = itself 
is protected by this bill. But, sir, the com. 
plaints of the cotton-planters here against Ker- 
tucky appear to me to be entire'y unfounded. In 
the first place, sir, their staple agricultural product 
meets with a favor in foreign nations, which is ex- 


| tended to no cther preduct of American scil. While 








the duty upon cotton isa mere trifle in Britain 
and France, and the domestic market for it 
free of all duty is enlarged—and, indeed, has been 
created by this accursed tariff policy—the fruits 
of Western fields and piantations are heavily bur- 
dened, or absolutely prohibited, by foreigners 
Now this article of bagging is, in reality, 
not consumed by the planter, as has been hereto- 
fere admitted in this argument; but is, in reality, 
exported and seld with the cotton, and the price is re- 
imbursed by the foreign or American manufacturer. 

(Mr. M. was here interrupted by two or three 
of the Southern gentlemen: “No, no, we pay it— 
we pay it.”] 

How is this, gentlemen, (continued Mr. M..,) 
how is this, | pray you?) You contend stoully that 
the duties imposed upon foreign articles imported 
into this country, and consumed by you, are paid 
by you, and enter into the price of the article. 
How happens it that the duties imposed upon 
articles exported and sold by you,and bought, paid 
for, and consumed by others, are also paid by you? 
Do you pay the duties imposed by ycur own 
Governmen', upon your consumption, and like- 
wise the duties imposed by other Governments 
upon your production? This cannot be. Ihave 
admitted that the consumer paid the duties; and 
upon this admission, assuming for the instant that 
you were the consumers of begging, have shown 
that the five cents of thi. bill imposed no heavier 
burden upon you, and extended no greater protec- 
tion to us, although it yields-a greater revenue to 
the Government, than did three cents in 1832. 
But when I proceed toshow—what is indisputable— 
that yon are not the consumers of the bagging, 
but the English, French, and New England man- 
ufacturers, you shift the ground agreed upen, and 
contend that the producer pays the duties laid upon 
the article. Take either horn. If the American 
producer selling abroad really loses the duties im- 
posed upon his article—whether an export daty 
levied by his own Government, or an import duty 
by the Governmeni of the country where he sells— 
(and some gentlemen have treated this duty on 
bagging as an export duty against the planter, and 
have hence considered it as unconstiiutional,) 
then surely the English producer is in the same 
situation. This Southern argument, then, proves 
that the whole tariff of duties imposed upon British 
fabric or materials—bagging, mark you, included— 
is paid by the foreign producer, and the Ameri- 
can treasury is replenished at the cost of for- 
eign labor and capital; unless gentlemen will 
contend that when they prodnee they pay, and 
when they consume they pay—that South Caro- 
lina and Georgia are saddled with the whole 
expenses of the British and American revenue sys- 
tems. But, sir, if a tariff of protection be a tax 
upon consumption for the benefit of American 
manufactures, and, in the earlier stages of the sys- 
tem, reaily enhances the price, why the South 
have less right to complain than any other portion 
of the Union, even of the temporary burdens—the 
price of uliimate national independence ; because 
their consumption is not greater in proportion than 
other paris of the country, considered separately, 
and bearing no proportion to the whole mass of 
American consumers; because the extension of 
our own manufacturing establishments enlarges 
the market for their peculiar agricultural sta- 
ple; and because, during the struggle, their article 
is admitted into foreign countries almost free, 
while most of the agricultural preductions of the 
United States are either heavily burdened or abso- 
lutely prohibited. It is scareely fair, that wher 
Europe seals her ports against Western bread- 
stuffs, but admits Southern cotton, and while the 
Wes: pays her full proportion of duties for the 
protection of other American interests, the cotton- 
planter shoald insist on baling in the cloth of Brit- 
ish India, or Scotland, notwithstanding the duty 
against which he writhes and declaims stimulates 
and fosters the industry of a portion of his own 
countrymen, or goes into the exhausted treasury of 
his ewn Government, and is final'y reimbursed 
him by the foreign manufacturer cr merchant to 
whem he sells. Sir, I cou!d purcue these views 
farther, but this is not the time, tet 
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The ques'ion was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Gwin, and it was rejected. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia then moved, as a com- 
promise, to fix the duly at 22 cents per square 
yard. 

Mr. POPE having made a few remarks, the 
amendment to the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. COOPER then proposed to amend, by sub- 
stituting an ad valorem duty for the duty per yard. 

Mr. CARY and Mr. GAMBLE having made 
some remarks— 

Mr. COOPER withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. J. CAMPBELL proposed to strike out 3, 
and insert 24 cents per yard. 

Thic was debated by Mr. J. CAMPBELL, Mr. 
POPE, and Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi; and 
the amendment was then negatived. 

Mr. THOMPSON proposed to change the duty 
to one of 21 per cent. ad valorem; which was neg- 
atived. 

Mr. HABERSHAM moved, pro forma, to strike 
out 34, and insert 224 per cent.—his object being 
to ebiain an opportunily to make a few observa- 
tions; and then he withdrew his amendment. 

The question recurred on the proposition to 
strike out 5, and insert 342; which was negatived. 

The fourth clause of the 3d section being under 
consideration— 


Mr. W. W. IRWIN proposed to strike out 35, 
and insert 50, in the following clause: “On stamp- 
ed, printed, or painted floor oil-cloth, 35 cents per 
square yard.” He said it was av article of luxury 
that was manufactured in this country. 

Mr. FILLMORE said the proposed duty would 
be prohibitory. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL proposed to reduce the 
duty from 25 to 5 per cent. on Chinese or other 
floor matting, &c. 

Mr. FILLMORE said they were articles of lux- 
ury; and as this was a tariff for revenue, they 
ought to be made to contribute. 

The amendment was lost. 

The 4th section was next in order. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT moved some verbal amend- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FILLMORE proposed to amend the Ist 
clause of the section, by reducing the duty on iron 
in bars or bolts, not manufactured in whole or in 
part by rolling, from $18 to $17 per ton. 

Mr. J. COOPER called for tellers. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT proposed to amend the 
amendment, by substituting an ad valorem duty 
of 30 per cent. 

The amendment to the amendment was nega- 
lived. 

The committee then rose and reported progress. 

Mr. ADAMS called up that portion of his seso- 
lution which was postponed yesterday; and it was 
adopted. Itis in the following words: 

Resolved, That the President ofthe United States he reqnest- 
ed to cause to be communicated to this House, so far as may be 
compatible with the public interest, copies of all the corres- 

yondence between the Governments of the United States and 

exas, since the last communication of the Presideat to Con- 
gress, relating to that Republic; and of any proclamations of 
the President thereof, declaring his determination to invade the 
Mexican Republic, and inviting the co-operation of the citizens 
ef the United States in such fintended invasion. And the Pres- 
ident is requested to inform this House whether any, and, if 
any, what notice has been taken by the Executive of the United 
States of the said proclamation of the President of Texas. 

After some other unimportant business, the 
Heuse adjourned, at five minutes past four o’clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, July 14, 1842. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which had been referred House bill for the re- 
lief of Barnabas Palmer, made a report adverse to 
its passage, and with a recommendation that it be 
indefinitely postponed. 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, the Committee on 
Claims was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the claim of Thomas J. Stone. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claime, 
to which had been referred House bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of James Magienan, late of the 
city of Baltimore, deceased,” reported the same 
back with a recommendation that it be indefinitely 


postponed. 
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On motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed to 
inquire what legislation, 1 any, is necessary to enable Lydia 
Couine to obtain the provisions granted to her by the War De- 
partment, under the provisions of law,the payment of which 
pension having been refused at the department, under the opin- 
ion of the Attorney Generalof the United States, of the 3tst of 
May, 1342; and that the said committee inquire what legisla- 
thon, If any, is Necessary Lo provide tor cases simuarly circum- 
stanced, and coming within the principe expressed in said 
opinion; and that the papers in the case oi said Lydia Cenine, 
with the afvresaid opinion of the Attorney General, be referred 
to the said committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United 
States, made in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the llth instant, transmitting the re- 
cent correspondence between the Republic of 
Mexico and this Government, in relation to Texas. 

The correspondence was of an interesting and 
important character, and very voluminous, having 
occupied nearly two hours in the reading. Mr. 
Webster’s letter of instruction of 8ih July, 1842, 
to Mr. Waddy Thompson, our Minister at Mexico, 
in reply to the first letter of Mr. de Bocanegra, 
(already published,) covers the whose ground of 
the Mexican outrages on the citizens and com- 
merce of the United States. lis great length would 
preclude publication in this evening’s paper, if, in- 
deed, we could have obtained a copy for that pur- 
pose. Its tone may be inferred from the following 
extract from it, covering one point only of the let- 
ter of M. de Bocanegra, viz: 


“M. de Bocanegra declares, in conclusion, that his Govern- 
ment finds itself under the necessity of protesting solemnly 
against the aggressions which the citizens ef the United States 
are reiterating upon the Mexican territory; and of declaring, in 
a positive manner, that it will consider as a violatien of the 
treaty ofamity, the toleration of thatcourse of conduct, which 
he alleges inflicts on the Mexican Republic the injuries and 
inconveniences of war. 

“The President exceedingly regrets both the sentiment and 
the manner of his declaration. Butit can admit of but one 
answer. The Mexican Government appears to require that 
which could not be granted, in whatever language or whatever 
tone requested. 

“The Government of the United States is aG@overnment of law. 
The Chief Executive Magistrate, as well as functionaries in 
every other department, is restramed and guided by the Con- 
stitution and the lawsofthe land. Neither the Constitution nor 
the law ofthe land, nor principles kaown to the usages of mod- 
ern States, authorize him to interdict lawful trade between the 
United States and Texas; orto prevent, or attemmptto prevent, 
individuals fiom leaving the United States for Texas or any 
other foreign country. If such individuals enter into the ser- 
vice of Texas, or any other foreign State, the Government of 
the United States no longer holds over them the shield of its 
protection. They must stagd or fall in their newly assumed 
character, and according to the fortunes which may betide it 
But the Government of the United States cannot be called upon 
to prevent their emigration; and, it must be added, that the 
Constitution, public treaties, and the laws, oblige the President 
to regard Texas as an independent State, and its territory as no 
part of the territory of Mexico. Every provision of law—every 
principle of neutral obligation—will be sedulously enforced 
in relation to Mexico, as in relation to other powers, and 
to the same extent, and with the same integrity of purpose 
All this belongs to the constitutional power and duty of the 
Government, and it will be all fulfilled. But the continuance 
of amity with Mexico cannot be purchased at any higher rate. 
If the peace of the two countries Is to be disturbed, the respon- 
sibility willdevolve on Mexico She must be answerable for 
consequences. The United States, let it be again repeated, de- 
sire peace. It must be with infinite pain that they should find 
themselves in hostile relations with any of the new Govern 
ments on this continent. But their Goveroment is regulated, 
limited, full of the spirit of liberty, but surrounded, neverthe 
less, With just restraints; and, greatly and fervently as it desires 
peace with all States—and especially with its more immediate 
neighbors—yet no fear ofa different state of things can be al- 
lowed to interrupt its course of equal and exact justice to all 
nations, norto jostle it out of the constitutional orbit in which it 
revolves. 

“IT am, sir, &c. 
“DANIEL WEBSTER.” 


The following letter, comprising a part of the 
instructions to our Minister at Mexico, is in an- 
swer to the second letter of compiaint and defiance 
of M. de Bocanegra. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, Jaly 13, 1842. 

Sir: Afier writing to you on the Sth instant, I received, 
through the same channel as the former, M. de Bocanegra’s 
second letter, and, at the same time, your despatch of the 6th of 
June, and your private letter of the 21st. This Jast letter of M. 
de Bocanegra waa Written, as you will see, before it was possi 
ble for him to expect an answer to his first; which answer is 
now forwarded, and shows the groundless nature of the com- 
plaints of Mexico. The letter uself is highly exceptionable 
and ofensive. bt imputes violations of. honor and good faith to 
the Government of the United States, net only in the most 
unjust, but in the most indecorous manner. 

You have not spoken of it in terms too strong in your circu 
lar to the members of the diplomatic corps. 

On the receipt of this, you will write a note to M. Bocanegra, 
in which you will gav that the Secretary of State of the United 
States, on the Yhot July, received his letter of the 27th ot May; 
that the Prea:dent of the United States considers the language 
and tone of iat letter derogatory to the character of the United 
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Sates, and highly offensive, as it imputes to the Gevernment a 
direct breach of taith; and that he directs that no other answer 
be given to tt than the declaration that the conduct of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, in regard to the war between 
Mexico and Texas, having been always hitherto governed by a 
strict and imparual regard to its neutral obligations, will not be 
changed or altered, in any respect, or mM any degree. If, for 
this, the Government of Mexico shail see fit to change the rela- 
Hons at present existing between the two countries, the respon- 
sibility remains with herself. 
lam, sir, your obedient servant, 
DANIEL WEBSTER 
To Wappy Tuompson, Esq. 
Envoy Extraordinary, §c., Mexico. 


After the reading of the communications by the 
Secretary, 

Mr. PRESTON rose and observed, that as the 
executive preceedings of the Mexican Government 
had been given to the public throngh the Spanish 
newspapers, as well as our own, previous to their 
official communication to this Government, it be- 
came highly desirable that the positicn in which 
this Government stands in relation to those pro- 
ceedings shoull be distinetly known. The main 
object of the call for the official correspondence 
was to exhibit to the pnblic mind, and to the whole 
civilized world, the true position which this Gov- 
ernment occupies with reference to Mexico. His 
intention, at present, was merely to move for the 
printing of the documents, and for their reference 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations; and in 
doing so, he could not but express the gratification 
which he felt with the course which the public 
functionaries of this Government had pursued. 
The Government had assumed that attitude 
which her interest and her dignity required; 
and he believed all would agree with him, 
that that attitude had been assumed with a 
gracetulness and propriety which was highly 
creditable to those who conducted the executive 
affairs of this country. He was exceedingly grat- 
ified to find that the conduct of our Minister at 
Mexico had been highly creditable to himself, and 
honorable to this country. Mr. Thompson bad 
executed his duty well and faithfully. 


It was clearly the duty of the representative of 
this nation to meet the charges which had been dis- 
seminated by the Mexican authorities against the 
Government of this country, by addressing himself 
to the same tribunal to which the charges had been 
addressed-—namely, the various foreign diplomatic 
corps resident at Mexico. This Mr. Thompson 
had done, and in such a manner as must meet the 
approvai of all. The language of the corres- 
pondence, and ef the various official documents, on 
the part of this Government, appeared to him (Mr. 
P.) as being sufficiently spirited to meet the views 
of those who desired to assert and maintain the 
honor and the dignity of this nation, in advance of 
all other considerations; and, at the same time, so 
moderate, that the friends of a dignified modera- 
tion and forbearance could find nothing to object 
to, This Government had acted with the utmost 
forbearance that was consistent with the repelling 
of the injurious and ubjust charges which had been 
heaped upon us. They had always, hitherto, treat- 
ed Mexico with the utmost forbearance, in relation 
to the claims of citizens of this country upon the 
Government of Mexico, in consideration of the 
embarrassed resources of that country. And he 
would venture to say that, if language such as that 
recently held by Mexico towards the Government 
of this country had been wsed by a nation of great- 
er political power, the translations of the docn- 
ments, when published in the way in which the 
Mexican correspondence had been published, 
would have come to us accompanied by the repre- 
sentations of public meetings in all quarters of the 
Union, expressing the universal indignation of the 
community. 

Yris country had submitted to the long-continued 
postponement of the indeninity to her plundered 
ci'zons, and patiently borwe te insult of the Mex- 
iean ambassador’s sudden withdrawal by a sort of 
flight, insidiously cirevlating, at the moment of his 
departure, the most calumniating charges upon 
this Government. Notwithstanding this, the con 
vention was agreed upon, that the claims might be 
judicially determined. But Mexico, instead of 
sending two persons to take their seats in that con- 
ventiMm as judges, sent two persons to act as dip- 
lomatic agents, lo resist, ly all the arts of diplo- 
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macy, the adjudication of the claims against Mex- 
ico. The period assigned for the existence of the 
commission was suffered to elapse, and only two 
millions and a half, out of claims amounting to ien 
or twelve millions, were awarded. And afier ail 
the patience exhibited by this Government, in 
standing coolly and calmly by while all this vi- 
olence and wrong was perpetrated upon our citi- 
zens, this is the sort of Janguage now held by that 
country. These are the menacing terms in which 
they speak of this Government. He was glad it 
was so; and he was rejoiced that the occasion now 
presented itself of showing to the whole civilized 
world the patience and the forbearance with which 
Mexico had been treated by this Government. 
Not so would it have been with a power less 
insignificant and Jess embarrassed in her domestic 
affairs. There was a time when the President of 
the United Siates did not hesitate to say to the 
King of France: “This matter must be settled by 
a given time, or Jetiers of marque and reprisal will 
be issued against yourcommerce.” But with re- 
gard to Mexice, from whom they had suffered 
many indignities, they bad forborne much; and 
though he was no advocate for war, where war 
could be avoided, more especially in the case of an 
insignificant power and a sister Republic of the 
American continent; yet there was a point, as 
every American must feel, beyond which forbear- 
ance ceased to be a virtue. 

His object in rising, however, was merely tu ex- 
press his high sense of the tone ot the correspondence 
on the part of this Government; and he would now 
move that the documents be referred and printed. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that he was highly 
pleased with the character of the official corres- 
pondence on the part of this Government: it ex- 
hibited a proper spirit, and a proper tone, al once 
patriotic, elevated, and manly. 

The communication of the Secretary of State, 
which had been laid before the Senate, was the 
second document which had recently emanated 
from that department of which be could say as 
much. He concurred witb the Senator from South 
Carolina that we had ample cause of complaint 
against Mexico; but what he found fault with the 
other day was, that we should show so much sen- 
Sitiveness with regard to Mexico, while we were al- 
together silent in relation to other powers against 
whom, also, we had abundant cause for complaint. 
He desired that the document might be printed, 
and that they might have time to examine the sub- 
ject more minutely, as it was one which he consid- 
ered analogous to, if not identical with, the rela- 
tions between this country and Great Britain. 

{Mr. Preston, (from his seat.) The case is 
probably stronger against Great Britain. ] 

He apprehended it would turn out so. The pre 
vailing spirit in this country, in such cases as the 
present, he was perfectly convinced would be found 
to be for prompt and decided action—for money or 
war. When hard run, they were for fighting; and 
he believed, if they chose to make war, they would 
have the whole country to back them. And he 
hoped the Executive Department of this Govern- 
ment would preserve the same -tone which had 
been exhibited now, in reference to all cther na- 
tions. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he could not perceive 
any very useful result that was likely to proceed 
from the reference of this correspondence to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. He was glad 
that the call had been made, because he believed 
that the publication of the Mexican portion of the 
correspondence, which had already taken place, 
was calculated to create some alarm in the coun- 
try. He thought it would be well to spread the 
whole correspondence before the country, that 
they might judge more accurately of its whole 
bearing. That objcet would be accomplished by 
the printing of the documents. He would not, 
howeveT, « bject to the reference, though he thovght 
it wholly uonecessary. He approved entirely of 
the tone exhibited in the correspondence on the 
part of this Government. He would have regret 
ted extremely to see a biustering or heroic style 
adopted. It was not, and, be trusted, never 
would be, suited to the character of this people to 
adopt such a course against those who were so lit- 
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tle able to contend with the United Siates. It would 
be far more suitable to the character and condition 
of the Republic of Mexico to grumbie and blusier, 
and endeavor to magnify herself by a little mag- 
niloguence. Acalm and elevated magnanimity 
on the part of this Government was worth ail the 
heroics that were ever employed in matters of di- 
plomacy. 

It was far more becoming the occasion—more 
befitting the dignity of this great nation—and he 
rejoiced the more to see this dignified and forbear- 
ing tone pervading the correspondence of this Gov- 
ernment upon this occasion, emanating, as it did, 
fromthat cloud which, as far as the general affairs 
of this country were concerned, rested upon the 
Government. It was a light which he rejoiced to 
see shining in this particular instance. He thought, 
however, that every useful object would be attain- 
ed by the publicity which would be given to it, 
and that its reference was wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. LINN remarked that he had been desirous 
of seeing the correspondence. He believed there 
were many causes for quarrel with Mexico; and, 
among others, one which had not been touched 
upon in that correspondence. He alluded to the 
outrage which had been commitied upon an officer 
of the United S:ates at Santa Fe. This wasof 
itself a subject for grave consideration; and he 
(Mr. Lien) would perhaps hereafter take occasion 
to say something upon it; in (he mean time, he de- 
sired that the correspondence should be printed. 

The message was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered tu be 
printed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on the Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to which had been referred 
House bill for the relief of Hugh Stewart, report- 
ed the same back without amendment 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of per- 
sons residing within the reputed limits of Arkansas 
and Louisiana, beyond the boundary-line between 
the United States and Texas, as established by the 
running of the boundary-line by the late commis- 
sioners,” was read the third time and pas:ed. 


Mr RIVES presented the prcceedings of a nu- 
merous and respectable meeting of the friends of 
free trade, in Virginia; in which they represent 
their views in regard to the measures now before 
Congress. Referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

Mr. R. also presented the proceedings of a pub- 
lic meeting held in Harrison county, Virginia, ac- 
companied by resolutions, in which they remon- 
strate against the bankrupt law, as demoralizing in 
its tendency, injurious in its operation, unconstitu- 
tional in the opinion of some, and inexpedient in 
the opinion of all. Mr. R. said the persons who 
composed the meeting were of the most respectable 
character. As the subject was not in the posses- 
sion of any committee, he moved to lay the pro- 
ceedings on the table. The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BATES, the adverse report 
of the Committee on Pensions, on the claim of 
Mary Nelson, (new evidence in support of it hav- 
ing been received) was taken from the table, and 
recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ARCHER moved to suspend the regular 
orders of the day, for the purpose of taking up the 
bill for the relief of the heirs of John H. Hall, laid 
on the table several weeks ago, for the purpose of 
giving time for some inquiries at the departments, 
which had since been made. 

The general orders were suspended, and the bill 
was taken up as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. ARCHER then requested the letier he had 
received in answer to his inquiries might be read, 
and it was read accordingly. He then moved to 
amend the bill, by changing the sum from €20,000 
to $10,000; and it was so amended. 

The bill was reported back to the Senate as 
amended; and the question came up on ordering it 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. KING objecied to the bill on general 
grounds: first, that only ene of Mr. Hall’s inven- 
tions remained of any use to the Governmen’; and 
for that, as well astor the use of his patents, he 
had received ample payment during his life. He 
had been paid by Government $17,000 in one way, 
and $20,000 in another. His rifles were eaban- 








doned in the service of the army, on account of 
being more dangerous to the soldiers who used 
them than to the enemy. 

Mr. CALHOUN was also opposed to the bill. 
He knew Mr. Hall when he (Mr. C.) was at the 
head of the War Department, and considered him 
an ingenious man; but considered him amply com- 
pensated in what had been heretofore paid to bim. 

Mr. YOUNG had made inquiries into the mat- 
ter, and had received such information from one 
of the chict armorers lately engaged at Harper’s 
Ferry, as satisfied him that Hall’s patent rifle was 
more injurious than serviceable. The Govern- 
ment had already paidto Mr. Hall, for his inven- 
tions, $39,983; and had expended in machinery and 
experiments to carry them out, $149,810; and up to 
1827, not more than 11,000 rifles on that plan had 
been ma®. They were now given up. 

Mr. WRIGHT concurred with the Senator from 
Illinois, and ealled for the yeas and nays on the 
question of ordering the bill to be engrossed. 

Mr. ARCHER explained, that the reason the 
rifles were not used now was, because there were 
no rifle corps. But the same plan was applied to 
carbines for the cavalry; and 13,000 had lately 
been made, which were highly approved by the 
Ordnance Department. 

Mr. LENTON read extracts from several re- 
ports by committees of both Houses, since the year 
1819, showing how valuable these inventions were 
considered. 

The debate was continued by Messrs. KING, 
YOUNG, and ALLEN, in opposition, and by 
Messrs. ARCHER, PRESTON, and SIMMONS, 
in support, of the bill. 

The question was then taken on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 6, nays 35; so the bill was 
lost. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the Senate then 
went into executive session; and, afier some time 
spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, July 14, 1842. 


Mr FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
iiself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. CUSHING asked permission first to make 
two reports from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. ANDREWS objected. 

The SPEAKER suggested that he had several 
Executive communications which might be pre- 
sented. 

Mr. ANDREWS objected. 

Mr. FILLMORE then pressed his motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole; which was agreed 
te. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, (Mr. McKennan in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the “bill to provide 
revenue from imports, and to change and modify 
existing laws imposing duties on imporis, and for 
other purposes.” 

The pending question at the adjournment last 
night was on the first clause of section four, which 
Mr. Fittmoxe had moved to amend by reducing 
‘he proposed duty on iron in bars or bolts, not 
manufactured in whole or in part by rolling, from 
$18 to $17 per ton. 

Mr. J. EDWARDS of Pennsylvania now pro- 
posed to amend the amendment by the substitution 
of $25 for $17: negatived. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER proposed to amend, by 
substitutirg 20 percent. ad valorem: negatived. 

Mr. BLACK preposed an ad valorem duty of 
21 percent., and advocated his amendment as one 
of great importance to his constituents. His prop- 
osition was negatived. 

Mc J. EDWARDS moved to amend, by substi- 
tating $20 for $17. 

Mr. WM. B. CAMPBELL addressed the com- 
mittee in oppositien to the amendment, and toa high 
culty on tron; contending that the manufacturers 
already had sufficient protection, and that their 








